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EEE: AT R E RS A AE ) 5 A R AL R ot £ BLBS L R BE(DPOR)A %, St oA M it id 42 & M i 3
RTAADHREG T ENF L0, TELZREFTTASRTEE. WTHHNE TERT I, A&7t
FEBERES . ALLEEE MM XA RIRH T R F S ROFTAR, Atk F MR TR KR
FLo et R P RARGEMBRRGRLE 57 @, 3 LR T A TR F S RIATHE, FHAEY B BTt
FEBERALY MR EMUT 28, APRARM T, & ORI -04E it A2 F 06 B B - IR Ak .

KEEIR): P R F A R R R BB L R R AAAH

R SR G 3 & BN SRR B
BB 1, T A RIS KA AR S
RO 2R R R IR . ST BIRANE
e, LU R BaE, BREMER T
YA SRS R RE ST XA IR AR
P2 5 it & 25 R IR AL 5L i (light-independent pro-
tochlorophyllide reductase, DPOR) 5. DPORTE
5648 FR G 25 A T AT AL SR 2% R R I (Pehlide) it
JiR, AL R 2 A A AT

1 EYEHEAR KRBT R R ERIER

Y 2% 25 G OS2 i t-RNA 2 i 23
FRa MBI T A ML S+ 5% 3 PR L 1 WA (Fujita
HlYamakawa 2017), PAESCHERO 282105 & A& 1
HITF 2 2 20 [ s -2 ZE i [ R (8-amino-
levulinic acid, ALA) & il 2 N AT Pchilideid J& 2 M
1.1 ALAERE N

ALAG B2 # TRV 2R R A g RS —5
SR, AR CBR B S B o 1% M. FH A 2 I -tRNA
& JE i (glutamyl-tRNA-reductase, GIuTR, HEMA
i) AL . SCRRRT DUE S R HEALA S R
(Kruse%51995; Mohanty%52006); {H /£ AEHEAT 43 2%
g Y 2, SRR IEA R B R EGIuTR
FIALAG . Blan, SRR SR A K3 TR
AKX (Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) " GIuTR & Ji.fE
JIHHIE (Nogajfl1Beale 2005; NogajZ£2005); B 2
FA(Pinus nigra)FEKPN 2 A2 (Picea abies)#)1 T ALA

B B AE I A BSR4 N B2 A [F] (Demko 4%
2009; Drazicf1Bogdanovic 2000; Stolarik%:2017).
JCHRZRAE N, BT ISR ALA T 1S
Pchlidefl M43 2 &5 & (Awad 2008; Memon%5:2009),
WG, BT InsNE ALA R DUfE i Pch-
lide & Ji¥i(Castelfranco%5$1974; Granick 1970). #£F
TN 2 A2 S RS B v 4 3R IS 5 e )
S Fh (FujitaFiBauer 2003), HES 7R MALA
AJ DL 2 B v 4% 3R 1 R (PavloviedE2009); T4
i A A S FEE R (P jeffireyi) BRI BB AR AT
WR N P& - #A (Larix decidua)fit I ALA JG 3% A 3
AR, BEARIER T Pehlide & i, (H4H it
245 B YRR (Drazié flMihailovié 1998; Maximova
FiSlovakova 2014; Michel-Wolwertzf1Bronchart
1974). XA HE H TSR3 A R R O B A T 1Y)
DPORE # R 5 RIRALALE &, W INAMEALAJS,
K& Pchlide s & ' MO Y J5 - 2% 3K R I8 4 J5 il
(light-dependent protochlorophyllide reductase, LPOR,
NHPOR), #iffl] T DPORA &, 41 g2mi- 4 & &
i (Michel-WolwertzF1Bronchart 1974).
PRGN, WP R Pchide4l & LPOR 2 5
i ALA A i, FLU-like 5CHL274K (4 & A A7 /E AR
2 HFEGIUTR NI I HIALA S B (ApitzZ52016;
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Kauss5$2012). {EAEFRTHED) 71 rh, ALAG A
2 A LB ZR I, AT LLFSEE Bi(Demko552010) .
PR, ALAA BRAS R BR TR I 2 3R 105 5 1 10 PR
J2 Wi (MaximovafliSlovakova 2014). #FHY)+
AT REAFAE2 ML T ALAPE, 43 50l 1 [R] I A7 ) 27
AL EFLPORFIDPORFE i IK A (Stolarik552017).
1.2 Pchlidei® & & N

Pchlideid J5 fe B fE 4 7 HE ) 4 3R & g4
() 53— SR B PR S L o B DR ARG 2 R A A
Wah, ARG A ML 12 s B E AT i 2. 5%
RARREAT  SEHBL O & )R ML (5 & B
&R, 6 &R IHLPORME (L, fENADPH
Z5°F, £ %6 N ELPchlideid Ji; B & iig 2t
DPORMEAL, 584 BRI 2641~ B A) 4T (K1) (Arm-
strong 1998; Gabrukf1Mysliwa-Kurdziel 2015;
ReinbotheZ$2010; SchoefsflFranck 2003),

LPORFIDPOR S AR [A]— S, {H ) i
TOHEDR L o 4 0 DA LR 58 42 AN [F] (Gabruk
£$2012). LPORJyH AR, MK PORYIY;
DPOR HI 3 2 JIRZH ki, 53 ) H 3 - ¢ ke Bk ] L)
ChIL. ChINFIChIB (Jt&H T NBchL. BchNA
BchB) 4wt (Muraki%$2010; Nomata%$2014; Sarma
£52008). #T Y, AR AACORIRZ JE R 2 P 2R
RILChILNBIE)JEY)(MaximovafliSlovakova 2014;
Reinbothe%52010),
1.2.1 LPOR (POR)

LPOR & X AT AL B vh i 7 B 224 602

DPOR
~ " ChiL ™

ChIN
ChiB

=

COOCH LPOR COOCH
COOH d COOH 3

JRAH 4 FEREE (Pchlide) HH4AFERER (Chlide)

1 Pehlideid J7US V7 (¥ 1 4 i 42
Fig.1 The two pathways of Pchlide reduction
A B 51 E Yamamoto5(2017) SCHRTHE 2 5. B h 5288 70 i
AELPORFIDPORHEAL ) C,,=C o [FID IR XU o

E(SmithflKupke 1956). LPORJE AR A LA HL
(136 BR 3 2 — (Aubert452000; Sorigué 2017;
Zhang?52019), 7£5% T FNADPH/E Jyif J5 74 AL,
SRi(Silva 2014). AFEDG T, LPORE I FR A %
7, £L6(647 nm) AR ELS, JE 1 D6(407 nm)
T3~ % (Hanf5$2012). R G2 T B,
LPORE e tHIAE W i b, XA UK. LPORY
SDR (short-chain dehydrogenase-reductase) ji ¥
| e AR AL, A A A R R AR A3 v A G SR B
) I 45 5 (Yang 1 Cheng 2004) .

WP, LPORJEME—fE { Pchlideit J7
IEFRI B 7K R R #2 (horizontal gene transfer,
HGT) ALK H S|, LPORBEAL I FE B 7 A [H]
SR, SR I 1 3470 3¢ #iEE %25 (dinoflagel-
lates). ZgUI7 2% (chlorarachniophytes) 1A~ 25 i
25 (stramenopiles). # TV 7T (4rabidopsis
thaliana)%: Jj 7 3R 4= FE R 20 2 1 A%, 34N TE
#: PORA. PORBFIPORC. #|HTHiNIE, #lEEIF
FEME— AN HA 3 AL P il (Gabruk A1 Mys-
liwa-Kurdziel 2015; Oosawa%52000; SuZ£2001),
PORAMIPORBYE # ¥ - I 5 AL By B K& & A
PORBHIPORCTE i B AL 11 I JiF 4 A kv K
EE M. WS, PORBRIPORCH S 7 HIH 4k FKa
R R B A HAER R (Masuda®52003;
Frick%52003).

PORAFIPORB*2EIN3 (ethylene insensitive 3)
MEIL1 (EIN3-like 1)1E###%(Zhong52009). RN
K i 38 KA [ 41, PORAFRTPORBSE ¥4 78 i 47 4
YirbiE B (H S DIREAN R, AR E AR
PORA RAET AL A Wi W14k WGl Bote /E FH, PORB
FERE ) i AN B e A R AR . e
PORAFSESOHIER T, WIGJE, PORAZRIA Bl IH
T B, MPORBYRERFEERIL . BRTHEY T, PORA
MPORBH)ZRIEEAMN G A K, & 5HEHLHH
RAUR BB BAT K. a0, KIERA(P. taeda) M Hl
LT BT A H ), PORAR: S H K
FEWDEHT G 225 B3, Wot)a, PORARZE T I#(E
AR, 7T UGN £]), PORBIC .2 72 55 A£G
A QFEAE) T, KAl 2 PORB, PORA %
(Skinnerf1Timko 1999).
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PORCE 2%+ 52 PIF3 (phytochrome interacting
factor 3). HDA1 (histone deacetylase 1)F1SCLs
(scarecrow-like proteins) I, i Rk & AL EL
AFik. MPIF1 (phytochrome interacting factor 1)
W38 L 455 PORCIA )1 1)G-box DNAJF S, 7178
I IE IS PORCHERIE . W), PIF3BERR AL &
I, A A HA LA, FIN, JEIRAEdEmiR171R3E,
miR17 I SCLs ¥ 5%, [Nk, PORCHK L & & 2%
. b, #FEFHYS (long hypocotyl 5)tHA]
PI{E##PORCFRIA, HYSTE B/ %2 COP1/SPA1
(constitutive photomorphogenic 1/suppressor of phy-
tochrome A 1)& ALK, W% /E, COP1/SPALY
PhyB HAE, BEHY S8 5K T, PORCF %k & i
(E12).

L7 T 1812 PORAFIPORB, COP1
ANPIF 12 PORC, 3X JUAN R AL 2 18] th A B
SN . DGR B £ 0 JE, EIN3iZCOP1 A4 i
JREERE A%, FELITCOPIE M, 1| PORCHEIL;
T CABATAERS, COP1I 3= S5 £ T-4u i 57, HY 5N
JE BIPORCH#% 53 (FE2) . EIN3/EIL15PIF1 B AE L n]
PARH E &) 5 32 06 e 10 3, (it 5132 4% (Zhong
££2009).

LPOR Mt H, il id FNR o 32 Ik
g B . BT 1S I I RS AR
NKZF (Hordeum vulgare) (5 PORAFIPORB).
PORAT] /& H Fl A DL Pl — — AN 5 N 40 i #8575

LIGHT — PhyA/PhyB CH,

N

COP1 — EIN3
miR171 HY5 l

sPAl — g1
L il 1/ PORA
GA — DELLA — scLs— PORC PORB

K2 #§F-PORA. PORBFIPORCHEN LA E
Fig.2 Scheme of the network regulating the expression of
PORA, PORB and PORC in Arabidopsis

A 5| H Gabruk fIMysliwa-Kurdziel (2015)—3C., K+ 45
T R LPOR R IE I R A OB IR 20) o F Sk RoR
IR, Bl 2 2R U .

AR KR BB, L 3B Ik S A & AL R 2
(TTSPG)Xf 4 & Pehlide 8 X . PORAJRIIK
R R RAESL B I 1 R A AE, fE b, PORA
BN AR AS T 75 B ) (Kim A Apel 2004). PORB
a0 N SR A 75 45 IR (Gabruk FlIMysliwa-
Kurdziel 2015; PloscherZ:2009; ReinbotheZs
2008),

N T ) £ 44 (etioplast) Y, LPORAL T
RAEIRAS, & S5 Pchlide LA & NADPH . J i3 5 HH )
IR (BT F JZ4& (prolamellar bodies, PLBs) i #% 2§
4 45 ¥ (POR:Pchlide:NADPH=1:1:1) (ForreiterZ%
1991; SolymosifliSchoefs 2010), VT4, ¥ 7%POR-
Pchlide-NADPH =70 & & 1A 45 ¥ 4 BRI i A
(Zhang%$2019). =08 & WOL)5, Pehlideif 17
JCHAL, WMERRIT IR G K, Sk S5 R iR, FERLT
IGHE S, M 4R i (DenevZ2005; Gabruk Al
Mysliwa-Kurdziel 2015; Masuda%$2003; Solymosi
5£2007). MAMERIEZS BRI T AR IFTIT,
NIRRE A, JT AR 6L S i L (Forreiters%:
1991; McNellisflDeng 1995).

1.2.2 DPOR

DPOR /M it 2 (0, 3651 RIZ5H 51
BBEAEALL, J B 75 24k %8 & H (Ferredoxin, Fd)
SR AAL IR i Pehlide XU (Silva 2014). SRR Flt
BN TSRS H AZ/EDPOR, 1] L) SIS Hh 5 I
SRR, (DR HARFPEIEA T . BRI 2407 J& (Rhod-
obacter) RANKHATHI G A 1 EHEB . 2140
WA A RDGIRAEY), — BEAE BT 5040 TE 4%
A AR AR (Bauerd#1993) . FEERIZLAH
B (R. sphaeroides) FIJENELL AR (R. capsulatus)FE
AN 1 O6 & 4 ARG AR Pehlideid [ id 72
DFEII3ANFER, BIBchL. BchNFIBchB (Bollivars
1994; Burke®$1993a; CoomberZ5:1990; YangF/IBauer
1990; ZsebofliHearst 1984), 2 J5, DPOR 34t
i FE R 7 206 S B A, BICRIL. ChINAN
ChIB (Armstrong 1998; Fujita 1996; Nascimento%%
2016; Suzuki®$1997), H. 1, ChIBXHE W) 25 25 g
A AR 0N H B (Fujitad$2015)

ChILEHEH R (Marchantia polymorpha)if
3 A DR 2H N W B A I i 44 D9 frx C 1 (Kohchi%g
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1988; Ohyama%§1986), X F i 5] 152 HE (open read-
ing frames, ORF)-55 [if] %A 3V 35 4 5 32 [RI Vi H ],
Wl NS 5 [l % e N (HearstZ5£1985) . 2 J5 Xif 58
AR R, o5 B4R A, S5BchL
FHXT R, BN ChIL (Cheng®52005; Fujitag$1992),
252NV 3 ChINTE fifi [Q 226 7% (Plectonema bory-
anum) P e EH, B FRgidA (AdamsonZE1997;
Suzukifl1Bauer 1992), J& £E 3 P& A 15 AR A Fh gl %
5E I 6E(Choquet®51992; FujitaZ$1993). 4534NF
FEChIBJE 5T Beh B 7 & IF € 1] 5 AL B il |
WS H 2 5 A Pchlideid 5 (FujitaZs 1996;
Li%£1993; Liu%51993).

2 J&, 4¢3 (chlorophyta). & ¥ (bryophytes).
£ ¥4 (lycophyta) LA J — S 1R ) v 35 %5 58 Y
ChILNBIFEY), (HAER T 1Y) H 4 A 2| ChILNBIR]
V¥ (Breznenova%:2010; Burke%51993b; Demko%s:
2009; Fujita?$1996; Richard%:1994; Yamamoto%s
2011) .

DPORL & 24N 4 43 LA (4 (ChILE{BchL)
[F)JR — S (a,-homodimers) fINB &5 H (ChINB &,
BchNB) o,B, 5 J5 VU 5 /& (a,B,-heterotetramer) (PDB
Kol 2, ALIB2YNM) (Brocker42008a, 2008b; Fujita
FlYamakawa 2017; Nomata®$2016). L[ FH2
ANATPLE A 47 55 RN 4Fe: 4SS LI SR %, NB& H
FEE2N RS A S (Moser%:2013; Nascimento
£52016; Nomata%$2008). KarpinskaZ5(1997) % 4
T8 ChIBHE A [RNA G B AE KR PV HAA B 28 Fh
TEMHAA (L. eurolepis)Fs T-FA(P. sylvestris)th BAT
VI R e, X R I DPORTE AR S % fa
4%, DPORER I 1£ R 4L Pchlideit R4, £
KA THEREG . HAE—ERE B,
BEE GRG0, A A AR B RIS, S A R E
15 BRI, A 2% B (K (Fujita$1998; ShiMiShi
2006).

FERGIG TR IR FAE T, B OE R IR
2525 () Pchlide (Schoefs 2000). Y3 Pchlide
4 5E 7 TPLBs (Boddi%51989; Selstam?51987),
1% 5NADPHLL L LPORJE U E &4, WOG 5 IR
AL, AEYEiE YEPchlideflt o sE A T R S F 44
(prothylakoids, PTs), F T2 #LPOR (Schoefs

2001). #ELPORFIDPOR [A] 77 7E 14t i e 42 b
H 2 %%, DPORE &R R A0 Pchlided /347
J2 15 %2 LPORFIDPOR % L) J 3 P Fit il /2 75 55 4+
Pchlide &% ] @A) A fif ¥ (Demko%52009) .

2 ERFHTRELRBMARGENK

R RIET, BT T A, TERGE
APLBsHPTsH H tuff, 1R JE i ki (Marianiss
1990). %M1z A2 J@ Picea (PavlovicZ52016).
¥ J& Pinus (Michel-WolwertzA1Bronchart 1974; Nikoli¢
F1Bogdanovié 1972). V& M¥AJ&Larix (Demko%s
2009; Mariani%:1990) 142 K J& Cunninghamia (Xue
SE2017) 5 AL BRI 2 1F N AT LA AR, 4
T R SR (B3-AFIC) . AR RS 1t
54 rEYAR, 18 T S A PLBs ) B AL 23
& (etiochloroplast) (E3-B, B0 E#ik; K3-D, #
TR 7~PLBs), A SR AR A 43 BH S 1 R 45 )
(3-BFID, &ty R & Sk FR) o

2 20 il B 2 A RLHC (light-harvesting
complex) I H At 28 5 14 J 25 [ 2H 3¢ S A e i o
YE H (Kim%51994; MarianiZ:1990), 4% T84 1%
M T AR T 4R 3, ANBEA LHCIT (Apel%§
1980; Bennett4$1984). W% /5, ML Z T 465 B,
AFEFELHC A A & 28 B 4125 (KleinfllMullet
1986). 1M1 £ M- 4% 305 & BRI RE , A
SRR USROG HE B RE IR R & RE, b1k
HREALRESRBIH T 7 &R HEE., TR
R N KB R T RERBEEAH
SDS-PAGE LK 73 #7, &5 R K BLAHEPSI, PSII.
Cytb/fMILCHAE N [ B B &R # & iRk, HE
IEEZI NI N FRIZE R 1/4 (Shinoharad:1992),
WesternZ) 1t 2 7x, D1. PsbP. PsbS. LHCafHl
LHCb 8 [ 78 B 2 42 ARG P& i Fa 35
& l(MaximovaflSlovakova 2014; Stolarik%s
2017). FH¥E 4 AR LK (blue-native PAGE) & B,
AW SO I R IR R IE AR R B H
AR R DX 3k — B R A PR R, R
A5 5 5 ZLHCIER 1 HILEPSITE &4 h, T
I A5 5 JUI A LHCIT5E AT [7) 1 76 Ui 25 2573 o th 3R
(Xue452017),
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K3 BRI 5 IR 4 B 35 M AR A 1
Fig.3 Morphology and ultrastructure of plastids in dark-grown gymnosperms seedlings
A5 H Demko3%(2009) F1Xue4%(2017) MR 45 & AV o 4 R 22l Ax BESEIR 14 AR Z A2 S0 BUHIR=1 om; B: B35 97
RRHH A2 400 1 I AR A ) *: SR hL; B R 7 Sk SREEARSR )=, METE R ke PLBs; MURHE R R RIEARILRL R 4544 b
B R=400 nm; C: K51%3%20 df¥I2 A(Cunninghamia lanceolate)d)i i, LI R=1 cm; D: WEHEIRAZ AL 71 TR AR RE et i), BA (0 Sk 2R3
SR J2; #: PLBs; U5 )R=500 nm.,

B R E AR DG RGPSHEPEIEE,
PSIIJi % & & 78 (oxygen evolving complex, OEC))]
ReRIGE, WOt)E, O, & B# S (Muramatsu%s
2001; OkuAliTomita 1980; Pavlovi¢Z£2016; Shinohara
£1992). FARIR AR S IE 7 Bl 2 s N R B 1)
BRI Z 4270, SRoRAE68S. 695F1735 nmA ki,
X = AN UEEAR 53 9 0 R P ST Ji R 45 25 11 CP43
CPATHIPSI, XL R 7 T REIL W &5 SRS
ARG E A E Gk L (Stolarik252017). RS E
PRI e R W, FEIE T 2 A2 R 1 it R G PST
B, HPSIERANE I -l (cyclic electron
flow) £ i3 5 i 2% 7 T PSITAL H 4% 3353 %6 (Xue
22017),

3 EYMHNETERHMEERERS
H M E =

3.1 MHEREREE RN

N IEA AR, TP AR R T, — L
Jo A DR LE AN T A v B AR AR R TR, A LR 2%
%o LPORTEHHL I FE il e 2= A% B K 2H, DPOR
TR B AE 5 A, A LESSHE I 56 45 2R DPOR (Burke
£%£1993b; Gabruk%$2012; SuzukiflBauer 1995). H
B HEA I A2 F S DPOR B 5 1245 BL R JL
Fifr: (DRI /05 ()06 SR AT AR B2 I B (3)
i 2% 5 (lineage-specific) [ £ K 2k . RNAZw
3 DL K AER) L #(nonsynonymous substitution)Z

GR1ER
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JEA . 534k, DPORJ{IChILIY 35 FL /8 7 51 % A4k
FeME SLPORA AL AL, 56 HH 3 P i il £F B 6 i
AR op g B I A (Gabruk 2520125 Gabruk Al
Mysliwa-Kurdziel 2015),

DPOR % i 5= [A] e 41 B Y - PR AR T )
T KM B, 2l B S H LTI Re 71k, X
FEDPORXT O, BB ) R B o 1T LPOR$ B H I AE i
e, B OL S E B LPORBETE & A 5%
4T 15 4K /2 V. (SuzukifliBauer 1995; Stolarik 5
2017). Fx[E % EE4h, DPORIE 5 M-S R R g AL iE
J5i I (chlorophyllide oxidoreductase, COR)#H1EL, COR
TEHEALE 1] b DPOR, 75 RS 40 B 4% 5 5 %
R EAC=CoAUL S5 . B I FE Y, CORME
EIE A EY) T E 2% (GuptafiiKhadka 2016; Vedalankar
FTripathy 2018), DPORNI{E—LEAg ) HH IR EE T
IR AEMIMOK AR R AR P, RS IREOE S
YA I8 F K& DPOR, A7 SCHRHGE Y6 & 4 1
TE{ELPOR (Kaschner$2014), #:25, Hif, &8,
FRAANER 1R FAA DPORFILPOR, %114
M| 52 4= % DPOR, HALPOR (Fujita 1996; Masuda
FlTakamiya 2004; XiongZ£1998). {H A —LLHEY)
BIAN, QSRR Y AU IR EE(Odontella sinensis).
AR M (Euglena gracilis). WiB&3#E(Guillardia theta)Fl
W HO5 V5 (Cyanidium caldarium)Z 5% Y DPOR., [ifih
T b AT LEAE VST a0 AR BRI (Psilotum) 3K
R J& (Gnetumm). ' % == J& (Welwitschia) VL J¢ EEAA
JE(Thuja)fE%) T 5 K DPORE H I 11 2 Rl 4,
A GE & K DPOR (Hunsperger$2015; KusumiZs
2006; Stolarik252018; Ueda%52014) (Kl4).

LeeZ5(2013)1E A4 MM (Nicotiana benthamiana)
AN FE I & B A 1R 2] F (chaperone-like protein)
CCPIXfLPORIEH &M B R EE, fEWE WA
YA CCPIEH, Ak CPP 1SN (1) 4E L (Synecho-
cystis 6803)RALKslr1 9IS EIRGF M, 5
LPORZEZZ M Eb, DPORZEAZ A /E K 2 $ ik B 451+
TR, BRI IR BAR O S A 23 it AR
ARG . a0, HEk ChIBRE R 3 RAZ AR
FERE H B T A K 2218 (Uedas52014) . £0565%
-, ChILNBREN 1L W5 i Fremyella diplosiphon'f
Fisg B, MLPORMIME ISR UL, Lotxk

SRR
> BFER
ST EEE (BER)

WFEY

REEY |y it R

—> 1BEYIEIIDPORE EE %
- > BEERDPOREEEX

R iR iE
P4 DPORJE [K 71 i HuAE 4 43 A 1

Fig.4 Schematic diagram illustrating the distribution of
DPOR in land plants
TR Ueda(2014) SRR (15124

SN A& TC R, AEX BRI S6 A, DPORZAME
LPORAG i IR A (Shuis$2009) .

FEHFFE G IR AL U, B B2 e i Yt 7
FIE BT 1 W PE I IO & AR WA 5 (Diatoms) Il
RELEAEERR- MR Ra/cEAZ G (Fucox-
anthin chlorophyll a/c protein, FCP)45 44, [#]H] | fif
BEREAEVR /K T HEAT & R e B AL 34 1) 45 R 2R Al . ek
BEFCP 5 28 3 DL s S5 R ) () 4 AR a/ bt D' R &
WA 75 YRR K, FCP4: & K& 4 s A
fx e, BAMREESOGHIREE I MG IR Y 581K
ST S PR (Wang 4:2019a).
3.2 MHEERERFIMER

— LR ) B SR DPORm AL L[N, (H S 1%
R B A R EAORES . BN, HRA(Ginkgo
biloba). HATEM (L. kaempferi) T Fa<51H
YDl ik Z A7 24 RN A2 45 1 CH At R R S B0 1806
RO ok IR & DPORE M, Bk AfE
NGUR) 32 47 P 3 25 5 J G 5 il i 0 A AR (Arm-
strong 1998; ChinnAlSilverthorne 1993; Drumm-
Herrel flIMohr 1994; Karpinska%$1997).

I H S DPOR %3V, il 413 1 ACH#EChIL
WV FEFN NG H F=/NBREE(Chlorella protothecoides) ChlB
M FEAE G A A B B B (Cahoon I Timko
2000; ShifIShi 2006). HiE 1 KIDPORA AT AE 2 T
B0 %)) 2 52 A B R I PR Y — AN 1 AR A
Bt BRI N, BRI 2= 42 DPOR -V 5 3 & th PR AIK
(Stolarik%52018).
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JE B PR 55491 G I I A8 2 52 i T S 2R S B K
Biln, IR T (8°C) H A BHA (P, thunbergii) 5~ vt
ok A LT 58 A A ) (Muramatsu%52001); BX
MZAZFHAET C R WA RES 48 %, (HDPOR
Y L DRI 2% 5 /KPR IA B R 32 52 (Stolarik 55
2017) ARAE B FRAE A BT S, HIWb)E
()3 23 ok R TR 52 R 52, IRIRL(10°C) T, R
AR ik B B 208 F = . (20°C) (Skribanek %5
2010).

DPORXO,BUR, 45 A LR E O, & I E A
A A FEATIT AT, & B HE R250~330 pumol-m™s™
o WA K B W5 3 Leptolyngbya boryana 23284k
TEOLIK FE 51T 3% 15 L T DPORAN i S (i AL E F
(Yamazaki%$2006). =i N3G EEEHO, & &, KK
M A2 7 ib ok 2 R & R PR K 2/3 (Stolarik%F
2017).

S PRI SRR S A RIS R 5
PR B I A O, BRINVE HFa 2 1 RPE syl &
BT BRI S R, 25 LK BB (14
d), Mag RSk B, ghi Ep il Wot)a,
GIuTRATALA A B X i 2 1 55 (Demko2£2009) . [A]
U, BRIHNTE I FALERE D T BEA TR FHa 4 Fl
W R4 TR] B L 3 H A7 (Demko5:2009; Mariani
££1990).,

A, BT SRE GG BRI
R B A I H 288 B M, AR 20
S e N AN R o 00 KR 2 A2 AR AR 4
FHAEIE T PR R A R, B RN @ d
A A AR ChIBEA, REamHaR
(Balazova%2011), J& {HUKAE & iR B4 i
43 2 (Stabel251991; Stolarik252017). 7EAZAHH
ARG, R AL 1 0] DLE I JE e 4 g
128 B 4 2 (Xue2017), (H2~34FE AR AR T A4
B AN B A RO S R R ), T R
RS (WangZ52019b).

3.3 WFEYEXMR

WP EYTE BB FARA R SR, T
IH-38 ¥ 39 4 (Wang fl1Deng 2003). {LhRI T+ Ff1H &
RERE P SR A R B R RE AT 40 e AN B

AR R ERARK, PLBsHE AV A RN S BB, [ J5
R A U e A R B 1R 4 2% (Waters 1 Langda-
le 2009), 4, &¢ 5 (Vigna radiata){Ei%E % W64 h
J&, JeEVE R BT AR B FEEEATY i, PSIATPSITH B
B A PE (TR Ri2005) o 5 4 R 40 48 an 400 e S
M N NBIE G, 2T SR FEE, KI5
HI 24 B, iRt B 3252 (Quirino552000), Jt
FEM MR ) — 0 o bl SR AL RN, 5 R
Stk HAETCAPIFsEE o B4R %2 5 R g
B S B A 3 2 50 2 (Keech®52010; Liebsch
HiKeech 2016).

Wi M) 3% (Nelumbo nucifera) ik % 1 I 1
A DAAR SR, EEXT IS, AR AE N R B R
BEATEDCAC L 5 KN, MAF AT k2K E, (H 4k
RO 2B HE S . [FES, PCRY #EA $|DPOR
FYR 7 5. Fr bk, SRR ZE 4R 3R A R Bl
e A AT (Ji%52001)

4 HiLE5RE

RSB B . HA DL K i S AE )
TR I B BE L RRAER TR M 2% 3R A AT A
WG WIS IERARIEAT, BT Y2k T DPOR,
M2 3R A BRI DGO IR AR AT . ANEEAL Y
MEERE, e & gt b T AV e & U8
TRy HoA O RE A 75 ZLAUA M FEATP, PR S Dy it
. SEA R, BEHEAT AR UM 2) 3K & B
TR 5T YRR KOt R gtk B i
BEAIRAKZE S, ATRERA AR K-SR
AL, X PO RUEY . AN, BT
ARSI 2 3R & S ik Rk AR A
WY 1) 2% B R e, AR R SRS RS 4
BT BLE AN, Sn LA, R
JG ST
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Abstract: The light-independent protochlorophyllide reductase (DPOR) was related to the ability of plants to
synthesize chlorophyll in complete darkness. As an ancient enzyme, DPOR has been reserved in photosynthetic
organisms from bacteria to gymnosperm, while missed in angiosperm. Therefore, angiosperm could not synthe-
size chlorophyll in darkness. In this review, we summarize recent advances concerning chlorophyll biosynthesis
pathway. We also discuss the dark chlorophyll synthesis in the aspect of evolution and influencing factors, pro-
viding a collection of references for further researches in plants skotomorphogenesis and photosynthetic appa-
ratus development during dark-light transition process.
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