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EMRENLLENMEIEA BIERMRER

AL R AR SR 2B, TR A A0, 165100083

THE: BROBARA R ES AR TARNEEZT R, MW B £ F5 H 4845 4 (tissue repair). %
B Mk &4 (de novo organogenesis)VA B AR 48 IR & % (somatic embryogenesis) =4 7 X, ¥, & B A KL A2
BRI AN BT L BA R REARR T EF 6942, MM ITIEAER G AL R LA LR ERR LA
RFIE ., HNBTINKREAETAN A AR BB IR K A Aot 38 55 IK R A, ERER BB KL
AR, SHARNFEFREXEORL TR, RO L TR 5A8HBEERT O M E, MW EEKRKL A

ER LR ) o N

T @B (SCNYH AR EER AN, AR T RAENBFRTH BT 4TI R

YAt Re, SRR R T B A mICH & F T T AR —FIRE BEIKLAENFRESFE .

EHE: BEAKR A AEBAS, B4GES, Tals

1 EYIBE

L1 EYBEERR

T & 1 B A SR i a iy, HH 5 #30%
MRS EGE o EY AT, (HEEY A # KK B3R
FARE ) RE NI . MY A R i s R
07 IR 2H A B P A () 4 B LAIRHF B Rt
Rt . MY AR R E N3 ALERE. &
IR R A L B BN R FER R, 1
Yk sz A AE B 9 5 R AR KRS —FERIAT
NS ZH AUE 5 R 40 VR R AE 2 AE TR B8 2%
7T, A ) A4 4 e B AR J A A A D S 12 4
HEMR 8 AR AR (Zhu e 1997); 485 M
SLRA AR AR BZ 28 H R AN ER
BUANE SF R AR . =M A T NS R AR O B
H AR I T B, MR H 2 780 A s
THIRE AN [ R () Job a8 2 A, T 2% B Gk R AR AR
EN A% T HEY AW S Y B 2 BrAE 7=
A 4% A (248 A 552018; SwanbergM1Dai
2008), it LAE A% B Mk R AR A 2 R ) T AR B
A T

H Steward45(1958)F| FH#HE N (Daucus carota
var. sativus)F)3) B2 540 75 5 SE AR AR IR B HE
Yham M 4z e tE DAk, X T4 28 7R S AR AR
I T AEAN BT 783 . AR R kA — &5
FERRIL . B BT UGS S M &5/ 1
NOAR, oA, R A SRR A5 A i A A o 2

AR R B Rl AR IR, PR, R A4
UL Z RN 2278 A R A T AR A T ) A, 2
B UT MR 2R A A FE AR AL D R R R . AR
W R BN BREDEE T WK EMALIEEZL.,
1.2 EYINSRENLEE

THYD 28 B MG R A PR BE AL v L, FF 4 AR AR
RORI A 28 B SR AR . IRIE R & i f
225, 4B MR A N EEBES T R A &S
MRS B RAERS, “HENEEXET R
HDHAEMEEGHLARIE K EENRE KA &
BB HLSE K, RAEA N E R E R R
K, HET R E A E AR EAR(Fh I I14E2016), R
JE BEAE 1z A v B R T R B AR R A
AR R R AR R A R AR IR s
g1, BB ERERGEMEYALEFZHRN
W, BT DA AT 2H 2319 T R A A A 2R 8 R )
fith, AEAEAF A R R N A

2 AifReALR

2.1 BIRERHTH
WAL A 1 A 25 R 1 S I )
IR, 7 NIETE A H SRR S 2. IR

Fs  2019-09-25  fEZE  2020-04-18
BE EE ARRERE S (31370669) IR A A 7 A [ 5% 5 ks
I8 = (RAEMROL K5 FF AU 42 (K2013104).
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T A B 4R

F A L SR TR R 1] 4 20k 4 i S A 3 43 T
fikh, 7 A R A L ZA T R (R B B B B R AR
BRI EEN B . PE TR 45 gl R AE
AR B R A SR IR, R,
JV T 00— D B AR ) /N B, T 4T 4
A FAZ A AR BRI R, Al R B0, 2=V, dil i
BEJEL, ARG MR e, A, JEMEME R
VLR, R I 20 ) 2 v K LA R A
(Jalil%52008). AEMEME @A LT L SRR &
P LD R M A28 B M R AR I R IR B Y
B B SRR SRR A AR KA FEE -
2.2 JEfEMERmGER

KHIPLK, @O s S R N B
A4 B 25 73 3R 15 2 BEME I I AR (SRR 16 55 1984),
IMFehér (2019)F7R, oLt FEARRAE A —Fham
MORASAETE, HE L ENgm TR EIE R M
PR 1) A B % A EB L TR ) s AR 5, ™ s = L B
ki, mAHLARIERIAR LR T
K, T AT A 2R A 2 T AL T R A A
I FE B ER N, A BT R AU T (Arabidopsis
thaliana) /175 163 A 40 20 21 T B2 3d 1o R
R B BAIBOE 5 (Sugimoto?$2010) . 41
A B 2 D) W22 B K FE(Oryza sativa) iR D)
J H B A A 2R AR AT s D 0 7 S Hh E 0 B
ChORE B 4 P AR Re 4 i) A L, BLAE RS

T RAEARR A

1 B 3 o A
R A A

JE AR 5 B A A

) B2 B Hi

AR, 55 ] [ 20 A B R DX, B A AR . 4
FARZIE R Bt RS REIE(BI1) (Hu%$2017; Zeng
£52016); Fg AR LUt R I, Al H 2 A
H5RR A AL T4l % (stem cell niche,
SCN) [X 35 11 4% 5% 20 A FHALL 2 4k (Sugimoto52010),
Ut B 3 A S S R N SRk A AR . 2R AR,
R 2R ] e A AR N 2 40 AN BT 43 2R B )
— IR R R i, BRI R B 1, P AR AE
REfy K B BV A ER S A E .
2.3 JEEM AR BE
MOHAMEEEE S N =0 BIR, 1Y
BE L ORETR. ESAH B P AR T A gE MR AR N AR AN 4R 4
Ji, 00T T P A 9 e 4 PR E R 4 5T B (pro-
cambium)FI 1T (1 4 5 7 BE 41 ffg (vascular paren-
chyma cell) (Welander2:2014), F 4= 78 BE4H M 32210
PR H @ 4255 5 455 77 55 (callus-inducing medium
CIMPAEKZBERE TG, B, BRI as
IHHR(YuSE2017). FRARTE BEAH A % A AR G UG 240 P
R WOX11/12 (WUSCHEL-related Homeobox
genell/12)%: K & & #iE(Hu%52017; LiuZk2014),
ZAERE A A2 SRR B T et R v 4% T
HEEH. AT FRY], BRI T IR H 5k
LA P 8493 2E 23RBS VIR T A Joid 3 ) A B 4 e B R
TR0 2 (A ttaZ5:2009), X 35 B [F]— A ) AN [F]
A B AR A T E R (R L), /KRR I HAE

K1 KRR AR AR 5 i 441
Fig.1 The lateral roots and calli of rice root
MR 4 ZengZ:(2016) FTHUZE(2017) B4 i
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K1 BT ST AR AN R 4 B AR R AR X )
Table 1 Differences of regenerative potential cells
in different organs of monocotyledonous plants
and dicotyledonous plants

S wE A
BT A -y UERT BRI AR 20
i ) B S R B A
pYSRURIEEY] - JETEE Rl 22 R4 5 T 4
i R A A B A

15 BE 4 I D9 0 B T AL S A R (Hu A6 2017 Yuss
2010), Bt BAAS[F) PPk 0 AH R 25 B 00 P AR 98 se 40 i
WAAIE . BRI A 5 X ) AR
a5 E AR e A A A LB X (GR 1), (H 2 /K F
T 5 T s 2 R R R B 4 BT EH 5 T 12 144 (pre-
procambium) & B 11K, Bk FIRATIN N, FAERERE
M R JSETE B2 D% ] L B 2

HTEMY B2 TR iR GG 4 B AE A MR AR K R
SNk K (Populus euphratica)™ Fr

BT a0 PR, BUR RIF B it
AT VIR LS, RS R R S A BEAT et
ZBY BT, BATTL 5 B 4E S TR A B L B
FEARASKRI £ 73 A= 40 L 141, A o 2R S, ¥ 704
H R A R A K, Ul WA T SR S S (1&12-A) - [F]
I, 7K R AR P8 490 Bl A e A 4 0 R B SR BB B (&
1-B), ZBrBOV @ H GG EYI . W i
TSR R W AR, B RSk A A A
JE, T AOW S R B R 2 R Y
FAE T A AT TEARAS I L 73 2435 B 1 41 e 141
(E2-B), X L4 AT AT RE R 5 e I A 21
TR B B2 M A1 45 S 18 3 - e 7% AR )
WGBS . BT AN RN, M gkslr R
THOT R R (E12-C), BT IR R R R AL
AT L. ARV RE AN I R M) A R 46 A
HoWORa AL iE, AR R (R 81 4n 4i i
PRI AR B U O 2R, db il & 5
RAEBRAEMRING T AERBE A5

K2 i i R S A2
Fig.2 Callui and primary shoots of P. euphratica
Ar BTG TE I BN 1, 4 O A AR B A A IR 4R T A, PR OUET SRR R AR AR AN IR ) R AL B: BOET LR R AL
B AN AAENE SN LL AR AL C: B Sk I B A SN I RR A 0 2, IR S AL D: WA I — R AR R (1 A 412U
F, BT RO E N IR TS
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3 BENKESE

B MR A R AR B2 i e e
AN TE HREANSE 28 AR, AR A 2R B AN, 23
IR BTk KA 815 (de novo root organogenesis)
FZEH MK R A 1842 (de novo shoot organogenesis),
HAPRZTAMR iR, MK ="1FEF
M R G RMRR AL 2RI A H T R
JZ 453 E 414 (ten Hove%52015), T-40 i) 4= () fE 1k
FEAE A R
3.1 IRMKEESFE

RIS AT B A8 7>, T E T RE N A 54
Yita . WRBOK 7 FTE TR A . Kok 58
Yyt 5 B 25 PLR AR TR 7 . IR CK R A e fE
0 B B AR AR B AR AN E AR R (Xu M
Huang 2014), F= 207 Loy 340 B i 7 20y
B, SCNEILP B AR I i e Bro #1511 Ak
(1 PR S A B R AR P AR RS RS2 R Ee EE HL
(TR MR, 50 23 rh A A 4 e e Al A AN o R 3 2R
—PRE NRAIGE G, 14 B0 D0 ARG 46 41 i
T I 5 A 3 22T B 1O 4 L PAY %) B 2 i JER R O
[ 55 452015), Ja @t N1 7028, TE @t 40

2 2 g 141 B 15 TOUIR B AR JiR 2 (#h DL DL452016)
Hu%%5(2017) 7] F R A7 2% 52 HoAR WS B 7K A it v fi
R Y] v f A A28 X 0swoXS5 (WUS-
CHEL-related Homeobox gene 5)fF 315, #IWOX5
AR A SV AR LT BRI &

Y i 5y B B AR S, IR O AR 2 3R AT
HRESCNJZ /MU R I A L EA ) 2 R4t ], =k
T H L BFE R R HE A, 0 (quescent
center, QC)ZH A1 [ 4 o 4H 1l (E13-A) (Scheres
2007). ZBr B, WOXSHIEMR R EE 1 53Rk ey
FEQCHH Y s 7 1t Rk, Fi8 SRR I i i (Sarkar
££2007). SCNIHITE B2 M W AR F 4 1) SC BB B,
FERR )R AR R ke AN AT B AR E T — 7 T,
SCNfE B3 H 0, ERra R+ 5 —J7im, &
14 58 7 s HoAth (1 2H 2R 2% B (Greb Al Lohmann
2016),

REZHIIRANNL . WIRZ- R EWIR A 4k
EWITRA R WAR 5 40 U6 2 RTINS R 4 2 A
B AT AR 20, [ SR E QC A L Jo) [, 3 [A) % 5 B
Mo WOXSHERIFOE e AH LR J5 Zh AR (1 2 1,
REAIIRA L I Ah K B R AR B IR 2 - B2 =

R 40 e S = Ak o0 40 B+ 40

ST = 0+ A T 4

K3 AR AEHH S R0 AL HISCN
Fig.3 SCN of root apical meristem and shoot apical meristem
AR & Scheres (2007)5 SchusterZ5:(2014) 24 ]
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WG 20 M B AR I N IR 20 R 2 4E A
LR AN MR E N E Y 2 TR, TR B A B AT
JETE B2, HARE 3 4k 252 23 A0 DR W) Bz 30 A R B A R
B AT, YRR K B AR RS R
ETA, BEMIE R SE . T8 L AEI(R2) (Zeng
42016), 2k, WAL B REARTE L. H,
KA R A B2 J2 FH ) 1 35 v A 45 ] e K B RS AR B
HEHL
3.2 FMKEEIIE

FREMERKZVIKERZE. . e
o), RGBS B TR 25 4 4 il 2 T 4 AR 2
g, TR MR, Y. R E NHEYH E
Ha#aT R AER, UIES A S BRI . FE
BOS AR FEE T —MRAKE SR, Arelktt
MR R AR @A, T4 AL 2 DK kR A = 53R 3
ANEY B dH A2 2B B . SCN R LR B A& i 22
IR B, B G, AR IR TCIM, e A
LU B FE TR B2 DA A T 240 i ok N
AN B> R B, TE R AR Al IR (B2-AFIB) . BEE
BRI [R] (38 0, K= () 41 Bl 23 24 T B0 1 4H
MIZHZVH R4 52 1)) B PR (White 1939).

W B LH 2R 7% 3 285 3 15 97 5 (shoot induc-
tion medium, SIM)H, 1X— i FE 85 K 41 A B AR = 14
FZF BRI . R E MBI, 5 R
B B 40 20 23 0 i 1A IRAE TL A L, o
AR ZE A R, A E A HEB R S 1 2Rk K 4
Fi(E2-D). R EBTEEH, 22 H I
BrivdgEE A, BEHSXFRNAR EREE,

MR ALK K IS S 18575 5 FK 5
IVER, AERE A R A0 Af T2 (B2 FHAE2017).
I ZER A MUK B CaiEm T e, s
2R ML F B N =R it X i8(cen-
tral zone). ZHZH 1 »(organizing center, OC)FI IR
2 2 (rib meristem).  H 0 XA T 2R R 404
M )= = 24, T 7Bl X 8 oy 4 2k
Lro Schusterd(2014)F FH JFA7 22 58 B A UE B H 21
d O XA S8 21 WUS (WUSCHEL) % R 2% 1k (]
3-B). AW ITTE H WUSHIZRIE AN E ZF T I
2 AR10 (Greb I Lohmann 2016), #t412H 0] g
TR EHLSCN. SCN 5 234 H LUK
RO AR, AR L B SRR H R T AR E
BEH . M BREABTSCNE 22504 4H 41
TE R, I 254 (phalloidin) £ i fif 22 i 58 23 s /> A
JE 2 P AR B BUR LA E 27 I R, HAR 253
A H R X S TE WUS 215 (Tang52017), X 3%
HH R ) 3 A e R A 2 0 1 o R S 3 TR R JE A
Ko WUSTEEFWMEM: H—, Fig 2|0 X 35k
FF T Mo zE, BT pLS] A B
(Daum%52014; Mayer£:1998); H —, WUSEH
CLV3 (CLAVATA3)-CLV1/2 (CLAVATA1/2)(% 538 %
(¥13-B), | WUSI 1% (Schusters52014), R EF4T
JL 4= (22 ) et DA 4R 35 25 5 70 2 A 2R IR P (Bleck-
mann5:2010; Guo%52010). ZESCNHE it} T 4
IRAE R CHE L, EAMUBEREZF RS, M HAE
g Y7 229050 A A AR A L ) 22 Re bk, 1S I
A RSN PUIS B ) fe

R2 IRFEHRR S S IR A

Table 2 Morphogenesis of rice root tips and leaves

s ﬂ+
RavEEili) QCHn 241
SCN#L%3 RGVIRANIE . - ERIRAN . FRRERTE. RGN -4 SRR AT . AN
MR EHIAGAMAE . AERILE4IE . QTN
ZEIAA(LI~3) R EYIRAIELL) RIZVIAHAIRLT)
R - B2 JE R 4 (L2) I PR AR (L2)
SR = TR (L3) R = TR (L3)
LIUKE 1A R KK
L2KRE /1A FZ. WEZ NS (1 328 il R T e 44T

L3RI Ji I FRAESE . RBEARRT IR )RR Al

SMERIPIIIAN . A ORBRRT AR 0 R A
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ERD AN SRS EBEFRA WK, R,
I J5 6 RHT 1) 25 SR SR AN g v . 2Rk AR 24
(1 JE A 8 2 ot Ji 3, 7 I iR 5 PR I 235 4 A7 7E
FAMEEE B R I a0 i, B2, ST A
Sy g2 Sl Y INE NG RERAERAAR IEE Nt oy = R
Ff 2 (ShimizuZ$2009) . ZengZ%(2016)HE M - 25 4
i e JE [l 40 B g i B I R EISCN G I 25 441 i
23015 SRR VI ah Al i (layer 1, L1)5 P4k
ERVIGA M, J1# oo 3R Rz, Bt i
BAMNE; JaA s R R (layer 2, L2)F1
B2 BT (layer 3, L3). fER B ILFEF, HEHA
T 240 it m ) 0 5 — 2 R B2 BT AR 4t e, S4Bl
“CSHREE R, (HRESFIZN BOR B 1SS LA
REFIEATERE . ARG TREAR T E, &
B Ak R PRI ZH L, RN N ETIR R B A
GRSl T EhANiE . RERRZRIE—E KB
A O 20 P, 5 AN T e 2 3 R
SRR AN, ARSI 3 B KRR A, 5 Ah—
o R Z AT R & RIETERUZ, K E R
b NI T K N ) D7 T NN A R RSB R S
2)o AL PIES. RIS DL R ) R AR G A R
Ja, TR /N R AT T R . 2k, %)
W SR IR A R E e . I AR 1 4 LR
B RZEFBRANHE, &R EVIGEM AR
B AR, HRMH RN E Y 2 TR K E
J7 A 52 ANE(F22) (ZengZ52016) . 4 ) sl g4
RE R, R B ) ST 5 e L R B A 11
TR Wtk FERIAE ERAE: 50
Tty 73 AR S AR LA Iz, e T g 4 AL 48, e
0 P2 T oy AR AL U B R, R A NI 4L 4
(Donnelly%51999), f# J& J& BN BT F o

4 RE

R E IR ZE S, MW E KK AE S
B AR B NSk A RN ) 2 R A B OGSk R AR,
MROVUE A0 & K B R 5 2858 2 i A 22 H &
B . BRI E MK R AR AR 88 B M Sk
KA N AR 28 B MK R AR AT 155
XK, CHVF 20 TR &0 H S br o il 1
A 40 i [41(SugimotoZE2010; Atta%:2009; Che4s

2007), At DA B 28448 B MK AR AR #8238 B N
kR A T RESL E A R B AN . IR E HW
(22 53, FHDDER B WS R A AR Sk R A i 45
MZERIMNCR R A ER, PIE KGR L R
FOHF R334 A B B SCNTE BB B
AEERMNB. WER. B, HRR TSR
Je Y YR 45 WX 4%, 50 3 B B B 4T A 425 7 R 4H 21
TEAMIMAS . A Gl S S5 A 38 B Ak R A 1
PSR, MR B ED AN SRR R .

FAN, AR AR A RSO 535 G
RE ) T S AR FURAED) . KRAKEY) 2 FRAR AN
ZEHRH AR KR K B AR T, 20 R B A 22 HOK
FACHIREY) . AAMEY A, RRK, AVE
K, FEM G ST )5 A ST BT 5 (8 1 55
2015) fHJE KT AR I FAERE AL B D,
T E R R AR AR A K WK, A K R
R S AL, HEIET, MRS . b
XPARAFE A o IR R SO 8 52 T7 1 T
FEANTEIRN o REARTENN R F 4 (Jasminum sambac)
EBARSE S E AL R, FIH D) A W RIDAPI
e E s T R Y RZ XS 40 i oy SRR B IR,
B A L 2R A0 AR T R R = (Lus2019), 540
F T AR AE AR AL B AR . PR, B R
B R TR AR Y A R — 2
e SEM . DUEI R & i R NN A,
YIS IRREARAEY HAESEMNENEKRE R
b, RARATEY) AN I FEHT R B4l
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Advances of cell developmental lineages of plant de novo organogenesis

SUN Zhenmei, ZHANG Qianru, ZHANG Qiangian, HOU Sijia, WU Rongling, GUO Yungian®

Center for Computational Biology, College of Biological Sciences and Technology, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing
100083, China

Abstract: Plant can survive in complex environment due to its remarkable regeneration capacity. Tissue repair,
de novo organogenesis and somatic embryogenesis are three types of plant regeneration. De novo organogenesis
refers to the formation of adventitious roots or shoots from the regeneration-competent cells in wounded or de-
tached plant organs. Cuttage and tissue culture are the examples of de novo organogenesis for rapid production
of new plants. De novo organogenesis can be divided into direct de novo organogenesis and indirect de novo or-
ganogenesis and callus formation is an important process in the indirect de novo organogenesis. The cell devel-
opmental lineage and tissue morphogenesis of de novo organogenesis include three stages: cell division, the
formation of stem cell niche (SCN) and organ formation. This paper summarizes the morphological changes of
regenerative adventitious root and adventitious bud in order to provide reference for further exploration of the
mechanism of de novo organogenesis.

Key words: de novo organogenesis; histomorphology; callus; stem cell niche
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