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EUREEZ RN

KUEIA): A e B A5 T 463 A AR A AG; R

T PAE FLBEAN A i [ b 2 & 5 A= P AN
EAEVEN I Z PR INE, SEC= 2/ TR,
P B B O W R AR R R AR RS OR Y R IR
WaME S jE, s s B S PUEE SRR E g
DL S AN 26 F . JUEI4> Y S (strigolactones, SLs)
AT R R RIS 2 —, T L
MAEKKERHEPEEZEH . SLsib v MENR
PR ME 571, 53 BB R B (arbuscular my-
corrhizal fungi, AMF)F] B 22 53K, 2T A R FL (1)
-7 & (Zwanenburg flIBlanco-Ania 2018), K&
FHRZWISLs| 12 2 54/ 7T (Arabidopsis thaliana).
JKFE(Oryza sativa)~ Bi'G (Pisum sativum). %7
(Petunia hybrida)“5 YR 2 Gt 22 ¥ (root system
architecture, RSA). JEIEERM B HAEZE
(K3 5 (Urquhart&52015; Jia%52019). ¥T4FE3k, W5
KIMSLsTEMY) T 5 . EFRF=ZEALEM
0 N rp A% S B ] (Zhuang5:2017; Banerjee fll
Roychoudhury 2018), AH5CHFFIEARBIR AN . AL
HER T SLsHIAEM & . Hishls 5# S, FREIE
1) SLs 5 it ¥ &% (abscisic acid, ABA). 4K % (aux-
in). 415354 Z (cytokinin, CK). 75% & (gibberl-
lin acid, GA)S R X HAEZ 5V A A ia
M B2 AL, LA A 5 SLsHIAH It FLf 4l — b
5%,

1 SLsE1&
SLsy& —ZORYET2REHEE b 251848 11 i 4 2L

K% | & (apocarotenoid)ft &4, SLsHIAEY & 1Y
PLREAE SR ONHTE, i EA S5 2 A
4 I (strigol), F h AR 4 B e Ak i B AR )
it 1 (R 4 P TR 25 ) 5 (Matusova%62005) . SLs
] PL4y A #.7 (canonical ) A1 HF 81 7 (noncanonical)
PI2R, BRISLst 5 14 =3 W ER(ABCH) M 1A H
A T TR SRR 12 1) BRI N B (D3F), T AEURISLs HAY
KHIEIBCH . 2 F I SLs H4- i 0206 28 — My
(4-deoxyorobanchol, 4DO)F15- i 48 = (5-deox-
ystrigol, SDS) AT B, — 2 73 7 BA B4
Py 7R R Bk JJD 45 B AR SLs 1) s ] 45 #4 (Yoneyama 5%
2018). HWFFLRPIKAL MR AFD27 (DWARF
27). KHEHEE N RAEMAUINEARET (carotenoid cleava-
gedioxygenase 7, CCD7)NICCD8. 4 it ZP45054
Jn4& B (cytochrome P450 monooxygenase, CYP450)
KRV (1) 2 5SLs & {5, D27. CCD7AI
CCD8¥t e :\p- KL b FEAL Ik C A IR
(carlactone, CL) (Alderd$2012; Seto%:2014), BE 5
CLHMAXI1 (MORE AXILLARY GROWTH1)Zwhg
1) 4 i €2 25 P45 0 5 Jon 4 T B I 7 4 A A AR R

CLA (carlactonoic acid) (Seto%$2014; Brewer4s

ks 2020-02-14  f&E  2020-05-12
BwEY FRTIT RO T S AT IR R U H (cstc2018jcyjAX0494)
T RHIFF B T S 80U 51 5 Tl (este2018jxj180019) i
IR T RHL B35 i (cstc2016shms-ztzx80002) .
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Table 1 Related genes and functions of their encoded proteins involved in SLs biology and signal transduction
Eagit) iR 1 L fe PRI 22 SR
LR IF s Az IKFE
G B-1% bR KIE bR AtD27 — — D27 Lin%%2009; Alder%%
G HCL ]l 2012
EHE PR MAX3 RMS5 DAD3 HTDI/D17 Drummond4£2009;
il X A B 7 Alder®52012; Abe’s
2014
EHE PR MAX4 RMS!1 DADI DI0 SimonsZ£2007;
il XA 8 Alder%52012;
LigerotZ52017
CL& F%SLs B & P450 MAXI — PhMAXI carlactone oxidase Drummond%$2012;
A (0s01g0700900), Seto£52014; Zhang
orobanchol synthase 22014
(0s01g0701400),
0s02g0221900,
0s06g0565100
fF5HT 55 B o/ BT B K T AtD14 RMS3 DAD?2 DI4/D88/HTD?2 Arite%52009;
Hamiaux24$2012;
Nakamura%:2013;
LigerotZ52017
F-boxE H MAX2 RMS?2 PhMAX24 D3 StirnbergZ52007;
RMS4 PhMAX2B Drummond%$2012;
Hamiaux2$2012
[z5ral il S PR SMXLs — — D53 JiangZ52013;
Zhou%:2013
e AL A D) TPR2 — — TPL/TPR2 Ke52015; Jia%%
2018
TSR 1 BRC1 PsBRC1 — IPAI SoundappanZ$2015;
BRC2 SongZ2017
— IR AR .
2016). J&& it PR R AL AR T BLCLA - 2 SLs3: s
(MeCLA), #¢ )5 B =2 A6 S8 404 J5i B (lateral branch-
SLsEEAEMR P AL, 22 FHEHLR PG ENR

ing oxidoreductase, LBO)ffE b 4= sl SLsfb &4
(Brewer552016). AT, /K& CLAEMAX1 [FEY)
CL4ALEFOs 1400 F1SL 57 F iFOs900 1 34 S: 4 F J
AL N %1 24 (orobanchol), Os900£10s1400 A &
CYP711xKj#%(ZhangZ52014). WakabayashiZ
(2019) & B — Flr 3 I SLs A i o< S B 401 Pty 2 3 P4 50
BN BECYPT22C, W B 4 # (1) 45 R 2R,
CYP722CHE L CLAH C-1847 B 1) 25 S Ak AE jk
18-0x0-CLA, R )& F il i BCH & [ WA 4R
T r AR Rk . B AT SLs & g CLA)
USSR, AP

ik (Visentin$2016). R RZSLs B A7 7] 2 1T fF & iz
B R0 ) T3 oy WA P AL 12 T2 5. Kohlen%5(2011)
W LA R I AR 2R & B SLs ml 3 ak oA o vt
WU 38 B 5 T Xie4F(2015) il 1 #F 72 70 Hr /K A8
AR JFEBIT RS 4 BEFI4DOKT, AN iR #FiSLs
R T e E i A g E AR E . RAR
SLs ] i o 45 P 55 4% 12 31 358, (et B AR FEL K, 45
R RFETRULRE T $hia B ATEMR RSLsiL iz 54y
WL R R K E R, PDR1 (PLEIOTROPIC
DRUG RESISTANCE 1)/2 &5 —N & FLi¥ il 9 SLs
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B AR, JET ABCH iz 85 FH [ATP-binding cas-
sette (ABC) transporter]# ZX Rl 7t » W FTR B,
WA (Petunia axillaris) pdr] 928K SLs 73T
ek, 5 REE ML AR kS, RAR G %,
W pdrl AR SLs 1§ 38 4 Bid Th B8 % B
(Kret-zschmar%52012), it RIEPDRI AR+
MAXIFIDAD 1 FE R ik /K1, i 35 02 1 AR %
B ARBMAE S BRI, 3 2 (Livss
2017). Jez, AhiESLs N T & BRI IGR24f/¢E L
PDRI) 31k (Kretzschmar52012; Sasse%5:2015).
Y0l 52 17 R PaPDR1 (P, axillaris PDR1)ZE [ A A
eI AR R R, FEAR ARG sE A2 T R IR E
YU TVE, WTRESr S SLsinl 2f P iz MAERRIR
P b AT 32 ZEAFAE T B T il iE 41 il (hypodermal
passage cells, HPCs){l| £ b JZ (SasseZ52015). I 5R
ik PaPDRINH|PIN2 (PIN-FORMED2)33%, B
= B PDR 1/PIN27315 /K- 45l (Sasse562015)
FJ L, PaPDR AR A RE 7 A R 72 SLs A% Al 1z Hin AR
PrAhilk, PaPDRIEE 15 PIN2JEALL, WIRER A 24
2 B s R 5 M) 35, S5 PINGR H e 4+ 48 ) 2H 7 (Sasse
££2015). ShiratakeZ5(2019)8JF 57 i —iE BHPDR 1
T A BT SLs R IR B s, M SLsK B B i
BABHEZAKS T PDR], A] GefrfE HAh ik, &
THEYISLs K BE B 1 ML G FrR AW L .
AN, FENHEL(Nicotiana tabacum) T AEAE —Fh 5Pa-
PDR 1 7 & [|] 98 1 () ABC #4132 2 [INtPDRG6, I
NtPDR6F X4 SH %, WHNPDR6Z 5 T
A7 SLs ) #5128 (XieZ5E2014),

3 SLsf5 54 &

SLsf5 51l % 1% 0 2H 73 4% Dy e 73 9 B X - F
BHi& R 7, 2 Sl FEMAX2/RMS4/D3. D14/D88/
HTD2. TBIMID53/SMAXs (#1). D3. D14/AtD14
MMAX2 3 EZ R EEEH, DS3MSMXL6/7/8
(SUPPRESSOR OF MORE AXILLARY GROWTH2-
LIKE 6/7/8) 1142 SLsf5 & #% 518 4% (Zhou%%2013;
Wang#52015). SMXL6/7/8R55AtD14, MAX2L)
J2TPR2 (TOPLESS-RELATED PROTEIN2)% 4= H.
{E, $MISLs - {Imi N 3 [KIBRCI (BRANCHED1)#
ik, HSMXL6/75D14/AtD 144 H A P 5% SLs J 2K

D S (Wang252015). D14/AtD14,2—Fha/prk
FREESZAR, B TAMIEAL =R TE B 23 B8, FFTBCIR
A N0 PLER g SLsfs 5 7r T (Arite5$2009; Yaoss
2016). D3%K [ +&Skp—Cullin-F-box (SCF) E37Z &
HREEE S By, D53 A 5D14. D3H
1E, W] 55l PIE Y TPRAR A A0 HAEH, #51tk
AT EE T D14-D3IE AN FD53RE MR IMSLIE 5 4%
SRR (E ) (JiangZ%2013; Zhou%:2013),
D14/AtD14#EALABCIN 1) 22 ) B2, [ DIF 5D14/
AtD1AM AL I R FF R 2% B AT S . A
i), D14/AtD 14K Rl HAb T H ARE, 5
HFD3/MAX2HJSCF (Skpl-Cullin—F-box)E &%)
AR HD14-SCF>MY 5 A4 (Ya0252016), #E1Mi
272 ZAE S LI YDS53/SMXL6/7/8, FiHD53—
D14-SCF™™MY 5 & Wil £ 26S 2 (I BEA /- D53/
SMXL6/7/81 4 fifk, G SLsfs 5 T 812 (Yaosk
2016; WatersZ$2017),

s DR R s A 1 DR A S il g ) =
I, HRTAE KSLsfE 58~ i i s i
AT, CAVTFRRHTCP (TEOSINTE
BRANCHED1/CYCLOIDEA/PROLIFERATING
CELL FACTOR)Z % 5% [H 7 1ED53/SMXLs {5 5
N UEALAE F (Zhao%52018). SPL (SPOROCYTE-
LESS){F Ayidi e #3 4 i sk A il IR -, i #3552 TPL/
TPR (TOPLESS/TOPLESS-RELATED) L 41| K-
ﬂ%}fﬂﬁﬁUTCP%%l¥E’Jzﬁ@(Wel 2015), TCPIj

REAR S RASAAR S BB ST BESE I, APt GR24TE IS I
KA E 5 R A (Soundappan52015) . #L /g F+max3
max2FAAR P BRCIFRIA KN, smxl6 smxl7
smxISRAAKMIBRCT & # L K HB 53Rk 1
(WangZ52015). it 1E B M {6 (Anemone vitifolia)
HRILTIED (TCP interactor containing EAR motif
protein 1)A] 5GhBRC1, GhBRC2HIGhTCP13%5%%;
SRR AR BAT, BRI XU 2 B A I B GhTIE L
1| GhBRC1HMIGhTCP 138 [ vE M, AT PR A HE S
GhHB21. HB40FMHBS5 313 Pk W 4% 45 kL
(Dia0%%2019). TCPs'5D53/SMXLs2 ]2 75 & 4
HEOAEIARES . TPAL (ideal plant architecture
1)/&SMXLs/D53 T i 5% K, IPA1 D) RSk 548
Ay BERI Z2, HH AN it GR24 UK, DS3 8 (A7)
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Fig.1 Core model of SLs perception and signaling pathway
2 Wang25(2015)M1JiaZ8(2019) BB I . F 3] Rl 7-D53/SMXLs F4# #1 B T TPL/TPR2 5 SLsid A% M 567 3 R T AH ELAE FH, 40
| e s A, ) R R R A Rk . SLs 5 2 ARD 14145 A it J5 # S5 D3/MAX2FID53/SMXLsi#t— A EAR I, I =c E 49, 1

D53/SMXLs L2102 Ak, B AW26SHE A BRI AR, M AFFRDS53/SMXLs X SLs(5 5 #6-5 A, Wik SLsi%

FL# SIPALER B AH EAE I, 61 IPA 1R e S0
TR, AT E] R R R I . TPATHRE B4 4S
A DS3ME BT I EE DS 3R (3L, TR
B T (Song%52017) . F 4k, BHEFAEMA 4
(Striga hermonthica)"f &R Bl — 1 5 AtD 14[7]JF 1]
ShHTL7 (hyposensitive to light)&& H, ShHTL7#%
SLs S RIS, 4 SLs S AN /K gt g v T v 2k
47f-CLIM (a covalently linked intermediate molecule),
J5# 5ShHTL73L 40 455 5 2 SLsig 4% T il 15 5
T (Yaos52017). IX P BYECAR—3Z & B4 75 20
LRI FETT R T Hrid A%

4 SLsiBd 5 EESERXEXEENRRIE
4 4B

4.1 5ABAEE

ANENECER A SRR 1) () 58 XCH AR AEAE A e 13
5 e B T A 0 ) e R b R R
SEAEM . TR, MR ) SCRHIE I SLsMABA
A AE BBl Al 4 AR, LA AT HE A )
B ELGINA(EN

ABASZWA YA h SLs I A=) & . ABAZE
W& R IERENCED (9-cis-epoxycarotenoid dio-
xygenase) FICCDIA]J& TR &R o RN
K, CCDTHICCDS & SLs & i <8t . Lopez-
Réez% (2010)HF 5t & L CCDHI 1] 77D 2 [ A% 75 A

75 TR ML BN o

(Lycopersicon esculentum)iR H1SLs 5 &, XTABAS
IR NCEDsH#l7]abamine SG ] [&] i 11
ABARISLsI & %o notabilis/sitiens/flaccadS A A& vh
IABAMISLs & & {2 # Jf />, SICCD7MSICCDS
KRBT, SYINCEDs. AAOMIEHH K 1
(molybdenum cofactor, MoCo) "] it 2 5 i #4SLs
WA L. ABAS'-¥2{LEE(ABAS'-hydroxylases,
ABAS'-OH)itH i %16 7 i 1 55 N IR ABA K-, 410
| ABA8'-OH1/375 M, W EEHABAMF R, JE T
PWD27. MAXI. CCD7FICCDSI}ER )ik, Kiig
FEAICAR 1 SLs7K~F(WangZ$2018) . [e 2, SLsidid
SAGHLH R ABAIK- o T 5 e T, SMiiGR24
40| 5 BKAR (Lotus japonicus) NCED. AAO.
SDR 155 ABAA W) & HAH 5 58 A 1) % 5% (Liu 5§
2015), [A]F0E ABA S AU AH G BRI BG T =
ik, MHIABA#; iz HIE RN ABCG25ABCG40%;
3%, B4R N ABAJK P (Ferrero®$2018). HA BT 7T K
P 538 R ANt GR24 W] 42 = i %) (Vitis vinifera)
- NCEDI. CCD7. CCD8)BRCI%ik/K>F,
H VVHYD I VvHYD 2% 5 (MinZ%2019) . Itt4k, Toh
HQ012)RIAME T 4MGR24 FIINCEDIFE K]
Fak, BRI IF AT IWABAZKF . DA 2 14k
HRT BEAFAE — PP IR T e 5 5 ISLs 5 ABA K
WATHLAE .
SLsH[{E ALz ah iz 1, 5ABAIL[FE
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Fig.2 Interaction of strigolactones with other hormones involved in the regulation network of plant abiotic stress

Z[liMostofa®5(2018) CHRIE 2. SLs5ABA. CKY R Y AL IS W BT 50 2R
PR R R RO EE A A . = L 2 AR BE A o e RT3 AR

Jihit FARMIZE KR E; SLsSABA. GAFIET P [ 4%
A ft PR AR 1 A o

WK A3 i R i R S LR M (Ha%52014; Lins
2015). VFZAEYsIE BRI AVE 55 7 RABERS
FL AT A KT ABA B BBUBE TR B, 16 T 5 38 v
UK, T2 W18 SR ST max2 9828 R 41 1 A LAY
A RS AL BERVR L BE A4, AR JE AR, (3
SALPAE XTABAANGUK, 1T FRIAMAX2RE R IR A
T B AR (BuZs2014) . max25875 A COR47 .
RD294. RD29B. KINI. RABI18%:5 ABAi% S/
TR IR Ak N, RN NCED3. ABCG22,
ABII. HABIFEABAG . Heia fl: T AH K A
i S [RRE 4] (Buds2014) . 76 F kAR, 82k
RAHLLLjCCD7 TR R AL FEAH 24, SAL T E
BN, SFLR AT ABA R BURMEREAR, XTPEG
(95 325 I 3 TR A2 PE RS (Liud%2015) . 2R, B4

; SLs 5 AR ANET HAF R s A

RRILCCD 7T BRI MR ABAIK V- 2 R/, &S
LR ABARURRAE (1) 22 57 ] e 52 ABA [ ) P40 g %
BREJIRCM . IR BUPE KR, SR S max 258
AR Fr ABARE G A eI IABCG22F1ABCG40 T
WRIE, fR DY SR ABAK UK (BuZE2014;
Ha%$2014). 4MiliGR24HiALFE L/ NCED2{1 3
ik, EEIE P E AR AR IRABA A A
. [N, LjiD27. LjCCD7. LiCCD8. LiMAXIFI
LjPDRI-2263F 157K 1525 A%, P GR24 41 ¢
SR T SLs2E W) A A% 12 (MashiguchiZ$2009; Liu
&£2015), 4MitiGR24 [ iHLjPDRI1-295a1LjPDRI-
3453%15, WWISLs¥%i8 52 LiPDR1-295a M LjPDR -
34514%, 1X 5Kretzschmars$(2012) F1Sasse45(2015)
K458 —5. VisentinZE(2016)HF 77 & MSICCD 7%
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DRI T BR A 2 0 AR AR R P SLs A= 4) 65 il32 3], AR
THHSLs/K o AK/KF-SLs A AEAF A —Ff B A5
SR AR R WEE, TR CCD7RICCDS IR I,
155 R SLs A FRE 1, i 3 FE m S LT ABAL)
RO, SRR O T B A B 32 1, s R ]
e SABAKFEEIEZfI L%, BAb, Ehid T SLsAN
ABAZL R #H,0,. NO (nitric oxide) LA &2SLACI
(slow anion channel associated 1)&% 455 FLI< (L
£52018), ABA E EZAK i TS FLIF LA F1 (stomatal
opening factor 1, OST1)AIMPK9/12 (MAP kinases
9/12)Z 511 K FLiE 3, 7EAEY) 0 50 B o 3
HE A, OSTILESLs(E T i i & 5 K45 S A
EERE2 T

D27T] GE7E SLsFTABA A= ¥4 1 1 45 vh 43
KA. W TR I 2 W ia o] [F i) 5 F oK FE R
E AR 2 SLsHIABA, d3/d10/d17575 K ABAK
SR E TR AR Md2798 R ABAKCEAR
ZTEMEES, o SR E; EW&ETN, TF
K0sD27 R E IR =R RABAKF, 1Md27RA44 S
B A2 AT (Haiderd52018) . IR T B D272
SLsFIABA(E 5 &2 48 X HAF BT pi R A, IR
NI FEAS [F) 258 3 R D2 7404 42 SLs FTABA 7K
P, ORI D274 R bR R AT R P 4+
MRS %, MAX2JEF-boxE [, NSLIE5i&
REZEH 7y, 25 REEYER K iEm
AH AL RS TFmax3/max4 983G, max2 R AFARNT T 5
PR A0 7 AR, T o AB A R B R T A
A (Ha%52014), HEMMAX2 A GEFEABASS 5 [ il
35 P L e SR R R R AR .
K MAX2E R £ ABASE 5144 ABI3FIABIS )
RUERAER, R R U T ABAIRAS, 1E
T HIXTABAIRAE K5 V55 Wi i B I )
WHAEH(Bud2014), Bb4b, karrikinfg 5%
KARFER WS 5ABA(E 5 K a5 1 18 15 (Bu
££2014; Soundappan%5$2015; De Cuyper:2017),
KAIZkarrikin 248, 28 F, kai2 RAZKIEA
REAEYEREES) T, SALK R ABANEUR,
HNKARFABAE 548 X HAR W ED T 7 M
TEL IR B B BEAR SR SR (Li55E2017), i A7 4 2o,
MLt d14/kai2 59875k d 14 kai2 WU GEARAA N T 5 8

NBUR(Li%F2017). HEMISLs. ABA N5 5 o it
Z IR REAEAE BRI HAE R &R o

Ik Ah, SLsFIABAZ: 5 28 5 4 R 1 i 4%, 34
SERAE N P (1t0252015) . HaZs(2014)HF 57 K& B
T B8 T R T max 2 AL PAPI/MYB75
CHS. FLSI. DFRZEBIHNIE G A R HE PR R ik 7K
SERBE, Ahiti ABAA ek 2 H BT A B R I (Ha%e
2014), SR SLsFIABATE 43 7 ) B 30 ] 51 s 4%
BT B &A% R I 58 B 1 S T RN (Ferrero %
2018), UiHISLsFIABA BAE 46 thH A g 12,
eI SLs AT i 38 1o 4 4 5 A K i AB AR 42 1 45
A E N R . AN, ABAE SO ER 1) EIE0E
[K-FHYS5 (elongated hypocotyls 5)H)%% 52 SLs
Y42 (TsuchiyaZ$2015), HY 542 %52 5SLs—ABASS
NCE AR A AT T
42 55 KEHE

SLs5 A4 4 2 S CK W [R] 4 il A 42 1) 40 B 550
EE g . HaywardZ5(2009)i i 28 A A4 15 096 &
MAKRME SHKHAXR] (auxin resistance 1)i&1%
AR MAX3FIMAX4FE R R IE, CEBEA i i
HAE K KPR I, 2R R A MA X3 FIMA X4
HFOKPE — e RERm . UK R 4
PR P A B RS & S A3 A . LigerotZ(2017)K
DIRMS241 35 & M\ 4 2R 1) | 155 5 il i, Ak
FUHRMS2i 481 i K IA SLs EW) & Al S 3L A,
SLsHKARMS 3 FMIRMS 44 fil] 4 4 38 (1 A=) & i A
KIFEHAN T2, J5 00— AR A 1 R
g, 25 GRAKEMaRRE. SAER
F KRG SLs AR A A K R AW & i, (AT 971
K R s i) 2F 1) A K (Zha%52019)

SLs A Rt K 2 s iy E B T IR 7 B8 —
5. PINEEEAM TR, M REKZHBA M
SMIEH, e P A K RIREERRFE 40 AT . T SLs
T K EW 2 i (polar auxin transport, PAT),
FHIE L PINA 5 () SR TG & Fay HL 1 5 AR K R A
6] 7K ~F 3 A5 (Sun52014) . #BE R, 4MitG24 5L
NAA#IHIFINPA . 2 FHTIRI (transport inhibitor
response 1). PINI. PIN2. PINSZ:4 K& fushi%
IBhRid R FIRIA K, 5NPAM L AN it G24 i 2
S PINSHE R () 63 7K P (Hu%%2018) . NAAfE i
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SLsf5 5 % FAH R H K D3FID 14111 3Rk, TTINPAFY
S EHNH VR FH (Sun%2015; Hu%2018), 13 B SLsif
i 0 ) PINS PR 3R 0K A AR 2B K 3R 1) M A1 5 d2 A
PRI fr, 0 2E A KB, (RIER AR K E - AT,
i KL s 165 B P T AR A A K 3R 0E Hn 2 B 2
ka/xﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ(Bmwer 2015), #EMISLsH g
I AKIFPAT IR R IS AE KRB
AW ARER. BEERMIE T, SLs54&
KEWEEEEDEMZENEKEE. SLsilif
WRIBALR R KR, IR T A KR IR
ADREEH . KB E T GR24HMHIFRISPINT
PIN3FIPIN7HE R R IE, Ahiti A=K 2 rT R GR241)
I R08E, (EAS B PINSHL [H] [ 218 7K, i —25
I3 HT R BHSLs 5 A K 2 HAE VR FIA 15 AR LU (Ruyter-
Spira®§2011). Mt4b, FMiGR24 R A WS
it REFAERL . d10/d279R AR F I IE W =
R, XFd3 AR TE I AR, KR, KA B it
GR24J8/> T [PH] IAAI 518, FiAEF AR RId10/
d27RAKPINIa-b. PIN5a. PIN9. PINIOaZE[H
(PR, BB BRI &Ub i N SLsfik i T D3F1 4=
KRB KRR R K B (Suns$2014). %
YU 3E % 16 (Dendranthema grandiflorum)fi 2 &
& SLs, {2t 2 A6 BRI SLs A T iz i (Xi%E
2015); 73455 25 BEdh AT A K ORI IR Sh A H & U,
TETAMFEARK R IEOL N, B SRR SLsf5 5@
1 JR i B, EiDgCCD7. DgCCDS. Dg-
MAX2MIDgBRCI}: R ik, €8 840 i I 2 A4
K, FMEAE K E TR BUBERR Eh i ma BL, HE B PR
A FSLs 5A KRR E 0k B (Xi%E
2015). 7EFUFE T AR IR R TS A 8 5
Wi 0L B T 0 A, MK ST R 6 AN B AR 35 e 3 2
HAE K I A, SR MREE O, 7 3 R
ENNTRNNERS ¥ o vk s ey S (S
JongZ52014), MR EMNE &AM N max 1 FEAFAZE
B FHE 2, W EERAR RAEY R, H
R R PR B AR /N, R B AR 4y T FH b b35S
AR R . i — Do i R IR B & TR IF
B AR A AXR 1T AN MR MAXT )38 A5 F ) 25 (1 A=
K, 1B B A S R max 1 5828 AR 2534 KK
R R AR, X5 A KR W) NS SZ ARG, HE

DMISLs& i AT BEAE 4E 47 5T EPIN 1 2 (48 € /K1 |
OB, 4Edr KR TR (de JongZ52014).
Revalskaflllantcheva (2018)45 7~ T Rk Al = Tk il it
NAEKRESLs MBMHEAEH . (KM T, 44
OB AR Y 5 ek MLAX3FTRN AL $E 32 1 15 (Medi-
cago truncatula)fﬁ*ﬂi@u*Eiﬂlii"ﬂﬂ FARK LD,
K RIS T A g EE I MLAX3FISLs AW & il
SERIMIMAX2 . MIMAX3 R 2RIk, 1 v i i 3 0
FIMILAX3 . MIMAX2FIMtMAX3FE N ()32 . I
T B W 1815 5 WOE Mt LAX33R 18, FH g #EMt-
LAX3H4 A K 25 DA it 51 A 81 40 i v, 350 ol
SRR, R AR A, i) AR
43 5CKE{E

CK 5 SLs[a] (1) A8 T.AE H B A ) H 208 7
P . CKESLsTEAE R 1 AH Bl 37 (Rasmussen s
2012), FEMEFE0E A B A K A B e, (HAE
R H W5 4 B[R E H (Manandhar£52018) . #F 72
FWICK AT 55 SLs B A& B, T SLsAH I K PR 4
S CKHI A& iz, IPT3 (isopentenyltransfer-
ase 3) = CKAY & IR E R, max2/max4FEAZ 4R h
IPT3RE R FRIK 7K P38 i, 1IF BHSLs £ i 4 CK 1 4
Vi O AR, T SR HEahp2/ahp 3/ahp 554G
R MAX3RIMAX43E R 35K T T, % EHCKF

Z 5SLAY) & ik 5 (NishiyamaZ52011) . X484

I SCRFBCR A AE R A S T AL .

CK J HAF 5 ot o $ ma 4 -+ 580 25 b ie
Wil 8o CKOFHFE AL % B AR IE 5 ) AL
HI(Li%52019). B4k, CKAZ S5 AR MR & BAH ¢
FE[K|FAD3/FADS (fattyacid desaturase 3/8). /i
W4 O 9 5% 5 R -F-SHN 1/SHN3 (SHINE1/3)
(Nishiyama%$2011; Nguyen%$2016), $#¢/RCK(E 5
AT REE I ek A 5T 2 B R T A7 42 R e Y
SLs 5 CKAE #5152 e i B2 A A AR R, stk gk
G T SRR SALEE . SRR Y 3
fn(Ha%52014; Visentin&5:2016; Zhang%52018). #H
ek RARAR, sIFTRAFAR I ABA BB BRG, 1675 %=
H IR, S BN, MR 4 R (Ha%$2014; Ttoss
2015). W FE N NCKEAAL /I Z B K CKXT (cy-
tokinin oxidase/dehydrogenase 1). CKX2. CKX3H
CKX45 ABAN N A 9% (NishiyamaZ$2011) . ZR1f0,
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T2 i FCKXI. CKX2. CKX3. CKXS5SHE:HE
max2 RAZEH R R IA(Ha%52014), BE/RSLY
ABAFICK 2 (7] 38 ik B Fft 57 J% (1 By 5] AL 1] 3 42 4
YT R R tAh, BB E R GR243 55
PINE: R 215, [F AHK3 (ARABIDOPSIS HISTI-
DINE KINASE 3). ARRI (ARABIDOPSIS RESPONSE
REGULATOR 1)F1ARRI2A\5:SHY2 (SHORT HYPO-
COTYLS 2) FifZIE, {R#HMMR ALK K E (Gohds
2012), Tfiishy2/max2 5EAF % CK P REUB M PR, CK
RIFESHY2FZ 3%, M AEK ZMGISHY 2715 (Koren s
2013), RULSHY2 R RefE N EK R . CKMISLs(E
SREMIZOHD .
4.4 5GAE1E

H T SLHIGATE 5 % T M8 T o/ B7K fife g AN
E372 ZIEHRE A 5 1 5 1 BE fi# (Lopez-Obando 5§
2015), SLs 5GA1E 55 T 175 AL L A AR A
(Waters%52017). 75 TEGAFIGID1 (gibberllin insen-
sitive dwarf 1)25 &£ {#GID15SLR1/RGA HAE, &
K IGID1-SLR1/RGAE &1 # F-box & [ GID21H
Wt 4, HHSCF E332 R L#E R/ §SLR1/
RGAT P4 fi#(Daviere Ml Achard 2016). [fiSL{E 5 i&
BRED14M0E, 5D3/MAX 23 [F/E F AR # D53/
SMXLs[%f#(Jiang%52013; Soundappan®$2015; Yao
£52016). GID1FID14¥))8 T o/B/K fifeli, DELLAZE
FISLRI (silender rice 1)A] 5SLAZAAD144H H.AEH,
WESLAE 5 %1%, MDELLAZE 5 SLZ AL &40
HIGIDA S IGA(E 5 % F(Nakamura®$2013) .

SLs & &A% GATE . GA;w GA;. GA
Hil H SLs A1) & iU R HE RID27 D10FID27%%
3%, BRAKSLsZA4DOMI /KT, M 41l 25 A 1
LB R (1t0%52017). RNA-seq4M 11 & Hlgal/max1/
max358 AR GA20x2 (gibberellin2 oxidase 2).
BRC1VL K SMXLSH) 5 35 KF R AT A Eh 48, GAL
SLsTEABCH: iz & (A & B 2 b k2B 15 B
(Lantzouni%2017). #AJi& ~, SLsHfi L rd 7+
ABAG AR &R, MR GA S B, FFIKABA/GA
L5 (Toh%52012) . 1t — 22 73 M R W HM it GR24 5
55 BT AR UM R GA3ox 2RI 3R, B EHRTHGA,
K, EAMNGR24A M max2 AR AR HIGA 7K T,
ANBEVKE GA3ox2FL K ) 1R Rk, 1 IMAX21/E

& SLs—GA B AR G2 7, SLsZ 5GA(E
SR X GAA A RS AR i (Toh 5%
2012), AUk, #ENSLsAI{E NGARI TS =, (et
Pia N A AR AR AR R T A K. RTT, SLs
FE 5 HABME Y R S5 PR i il B B e e B
AN . W LR L S K 7-OSH1 (Oryza sativa
homeobox 1)A] 5DLT (dwarf and low-tillering) ) [F]
I BRAG 5, A S AEAEYEan B, 7
174 K% B (Song#:2018), GABLIE FISLAS 5 548
T OSHI1Y 2 5 i #2 /K A 11 43 K M1 43 BE (Lo %%
2008; Gao%%2009), JySLs—GA(E 5 X HAE#
TR, HHEM AR KINGA S SLsfE 5 T4l
YA B TR .

5 RE

SLsfEA— M BB R, SN YT ER
WY A KRR B I ek . HFE e
NEEET KEREAS FEMMEFPSLs RN A
Y, (R AV DR AR 2 57, TR, B FSLs4 1)
H5AEMF ez WA RFEENE L. H
R TESLs IR AE W& RS 5 3 5 07 TH A 8 2 1t
FIIE, D27FIMAXIAESLs & & 15 A 1) AR A7
BERIE A ASH 2, W] 58 52 AN [F) 90 Flt 1) 52 1) 1] 5
MIMBEHE R ES . RI¥EXOERINWET HET
D14-D3E AW/ FDS3ME R ISLAS 5 5 S A% O 5
T, SR AT SLsAR S M I o/ B/K i BED 14 40 ] &5
D3FHEAE A S s3I K 7 D53 1)z &= b id 72
Iy AR . #e3 R FAEM R G S B E
BAEF, H R CSLsfa 5@ B T e 1 3 s 35 A
T B IR AL A A R g, O % EBRCI,
BRC2. IPAl. TCP. TIE1Z# 3T, Fhnas
T e 7 290 5 S e E 78, e sl 1R 1
D53/SMAXs ] i 45 3L R i 5% % KT 5 SLsfE
SES THUE A . SLs5ABA. A K
#. CK. GASEEYIMERZ X AR A K
RE, £ T5F. K/E. 3. miRgdeEmpia
me B AR . P SLs 5 ABA H AR 742
Z, BZ&EPFHEhERRYN T R8BERE T
RS AL A, B V2 SR
WFFT, B s 24 T D27 4 S SLsfIABAA:




TOMREE : I <5 P S V42 AP A A 0 ol e L T 7k 1105

Y& O E, OST1. HYSE5E8E 53¢ K -1 4 /£ SLs Al
ABAfE Sl A A 4FE HEER . BT SLsfg 5
IR MBI BOE IR S EK R AEER.
TR I 1 5 HE LR S 5 7 SR L 2R AU, X
W IR S Ls 5 o Ath 8 2% 2 18] 38 CHAERRE 5T
A Bl & RHIE TAE IR AN AR F Bk 25, SLs
(1A= 5 Th e % 58 I B #f, A A KR
B RS AR T B AR .
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Advances in the regulation of plant abiotic stress response by
strigolactones
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Abstract: Strigolactones (SLs) is novel plant hormone which derived from carotenoid synthesis pathway. It is
mostly involved in regulating root development, branching, reproductive development, leaf senescence and oth-
er biological processes. In recent years, studies have also found that SLs plays a key regulatory role in plant re-
sponse to nutrient, drought and salinity stress. Here, we summarized research progresses about SLs signal and
its regulatory mechanism, especially the crosstalk of SLs and other plant hormone such as abscisic acid, auxin,
cytokinin, gibberellin acid during the response to abiotic stress in plant. Understanding the network of SLs sig-
naling might provide new insights to plant response mechanism to environment.

Key words: strigolactones; signaling transduction; hormone; abiotic stress; regulation

Received 2020-02-14 Accepted 2020-05-12

This work was supported by the Basic Research and Frontier Exploration Project of Chonggqing (cstc2018jcyjAX0494), Scientific Research Insti-
tutes Performance Incentive and Guidance Special of Chongqing (cstc2018jxj180019) and Chongqing Science and Technology Innovation Project
(cstc2016shms-ztzx80002).

#Co-first authors.

*Co-corresponding authors: Hong L (350971781@qq.com), Tan P (342714558@qq.com).




