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Abstract: Light is an environmental signal that plays important roles in regulating growth and development
of plants during their entire life cycle. The research of light signaling transduction has a history of more
than one hundred years and has always been the hot field in plant biology. This review paper mainly sum-
marized important progresses in the area of light signaling transduction of the past ten years, including
the light signaling pathways of phytochromes, cryptochromes, and ultraviolet-B photoreceptor, the com-
mon regulatory mechanisms of the signaling pathways, the cross-talk between light and endogenous hor-

monal signals as well as the other environmental signals, and photomorphogenesis in crops.
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R AEK S KEEATF R B 1ot
PR TOREMER, Jars . Jim. AL 5
J55 S DR 2R IR Z S AR A (R s o A AR T
KESEN. HES HEDENAFR R %
A4 FFAS B SRR, 035 D68 €5 25 (phytochrome, phy)Wt
1 600~750 nmil K 1L RN L1, BRAE & (cryp-
tochrome, cry)fl[r] 9% Z (phototropin, phot)# 1320~
500 nm 1) # 6 F14 46 A, UV RESISTANCE LO-
CUS 8 (UVR)W 5280~315 nmili K 4L #h B, 1X
S 2R IEBOLE S E R EGE, 2 ERNES
BEROLE SEE 2, &K, JLE
B K E BHRM. EPE. S
LI, THEM 2 EZ AR ie. £ T
A4 R, J6AE 5 8RR 23 A7 A 2 Fhi 1
J7 AAERBLH] . B, A KK E & —DH L
AR, D65 S K EZ S HAMAEAS 5 L
JAR A RS 5 A BAE R, AR i R i A

XRS5 RV

JefE 5 T — BRI W) 2 U T 7T
R, IL0FRIAG T — RANE R . A
HM R, BRALE R, UVRSEIHR IR TF,
MOLME S ISR RIS S6E S 5#ERE S M
H A I 5 1 TLARHLE AL ARAEOLE S 3
I FURE JE 55 S LA T AT T 4538 . 1 5240038
KT KREEERRI, Bl TREENR, R0
TR A BE T BEASL, BATARRWE -

1 AHBRESHTRR

FRAE201H 2 it B F0 N SRt R BT HR AT
RS 3t &= B (Lactuca sativa) PP &, 1 B 5
U320 415 i 0 390 41 Sl 6 R 1 R AR 3R
TE v 5 FEFPREL R, L) DR D9 1 O 2 32 s 2 1 A
53 R 406 5 3 416 R LR R A AR A, B Y A
Vo= A ] B, LS e A BRIDEHR . IR AL
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LI LGS 5 I T LS, A B T —
A B ARAE A T AnT B N A B OGIAB, Oof BE B T
M VEDH At B R iE SR X
1.1 B E RSN

PhyA 5 phyB & 15 U A8 9) 90, B I+ (Arabidopsis
thaliana) " i B2 WA HCARAN O
B R EALISF201D). O REERZ X
P g 1), Ho8E R R 40 o N SO 45 #4) 35k (photo-
sensory module, PSM)F1C i {5 %’ & HH 45 K9 35 (out-
put module, OPM), (1] A& B [X (hing region)#H % o
PSM[X 5 4= 5, [F|P®B (phytochromobilin) L4/ i 4%,
562 B BOE ThBEAH G, OPMIX 5t s 1)
R, ANEEIE. J6/MAE(photobody) S T
RO, BEEX M RES 5RO E R MR 1L
(Li%£2011; QiuZ$2017; Park%$2018; ZhouZ$2018a;
Legris%$2019; Cheng%52021). MBI A i
il B AR FE A R S 2 iz 216 W e K (far-red
light-absorbing form, Pfr) 1L I 2 (red light-
absorbing form, Pr). Pr¥ x{ 1)t = Wl 400
J& PG AR TP 2 G B 3 oz 410 5
0] PrPr% 4% (Legris%$2019; Cheng%5:2021). KHILL
ke, MTAKRPRIE AR EE =2 G iEHERNTE R,
T Pri 2703 11, A5 30 R R 3L T 20 i % o (1) Pr
JE K phy A n] G B A — & 1) 4 90 %4 3% 14 (Sheerin 5
2015; ZhouZ:2018a; Menon££2020; LiflIHiltbrunner
2021a). HHTIIHE TR I, S FEphyB WOt HPr
AP A, o] Lhd -5 R IR R, PRk
PSP AN E A A 2 9 0k, 7ESer801Ser1 064 £
WL . phyB, % il phyBi#E A 2111 1% (Zhao%%2023a).
I Jf k% N B phiy B 5o V- VAH 43 25 0 R T Bl A
AT/ INMA, FH5EAH A 3 #4715 5 #% F:(Chen
£59022a).

Jefi £ AT fE/F4EPr-Pr. Pr-PirAIPfr-Pirss &2
PR 2 — JR AL R, T AN [\ = SR Ak 45 44 vl R
5 6Bt 2R 5 00 AR A0 T 1 AE 90 (Klose 55£2015) .
USRI FE4E 7 1 phyBAEPOIRAS T 19 SRR L5 14): 1%
SER T AR R T )P AT 4544, HChigHKRD (his-
tidine kinase-related domain)%5 #3483k % Sk iE 4%, N
Uiy SO 25 K R0 RRIERE, TR T — AN IE L TP
AT VUL T A FR &5 44, XA B T AN R R0

B g% 5 HARAE 5 4155 18] B AH BLAE A (Li%62022b)
ﬁkklﬁgﬁﬁﬁé%$ﬁ LA TS oAb
H sk N1 E37 RN 55 ) AH B
YEF, FE 91 MU i s B A, e ZATAE YT
A H 3 A I . (Legris2£2019; Cheng52021).
1.2 Phy-PIFsi{EtEk

ettt & HAE K T-PIFs (phytochrome-interact-
ing factors) & — W] DL 5ot 2 8 A AR H
IbHLHZK % 5 R, )65 5 Wi LI 2 o ) 5%
ARSI F . Phy-PIFs &ML/ Im 2615 5
G R E B PO R, et R E
i 5PIFs HAR, #HIE B F R, JF Mk
(R s Ko 200G R E I PPKs (photoregu-
latory protein kinases)5 phyBAf H.1E H, [F]#fPPKs
SPIF3E AR/ S HBER M (NiZE2017). B,
MR LI PIF3 4 E372 RKEHMILRB (light-response
bric-a-brack/tramtrack/broad)iH 51| 345 FH26S £
PRI AR A#, HphyB7E 1%k #% A 4k 3L 5] B ff (NS
2014), HAb, WEEBIN2 (brassinosteroid-insensitive2).
MPK6 (mitogen-activated protein kinase6) L }2 SPA
(suppressor of phyA-105) % [ 4% 1F B 7] B 425 2
{¢ PIF1/3/4 4% % M (Bernardo-Garcia %% 2014; Lin 45
2017; Xin%$2018; Paik%52019). £ & EHIE, Jehk
2N ) RO AT B A U s 1, REE RSN B
PR W AL PIFs 2 14 (ShinZ52016), {H 2 6 2= 2
AR NG A D Re M 7R E— . 51— U7 T,
12 FIEFEIFEBF1/2 (ethylene-insensitive 3-binding F-
box 1/2). BOP (blade-on-petiole). CTGI10 (cold tem-
perature-germinating 10) [7] #£ 2 5 4 S PIF1/3/4 /)12
=B 5 4 # (Dong%52017; Jiang%$2017; Zhang
2:2017a; Majee52018). 4k, A Hf 7 RiECOPI1-
SPA K & R A #EPIF 1/5 ) [ AR (Zhu%2015; Pham
£52018).

S 2R 5 PIFs A1 B AF FH R 5 4 | PIFs 2
(8L s, HLBH BT PIFs#% s R 125 A 0 2 (R )5 21
TR, N E AR b, PIF3GEH

B ARSI S BE X 45, phyB (f4fiphyA)
%ﬁ%?ﬁﬁ?ﬁ)ﬁ%Zﬁf’E#ﬁﬂ%UE%iE P, Hazdm
il 4 FH 5 2 1 phy B [ N 45 #4450 A> 5, T PIF 2
F47 B4 A E B2 e phy B FA C i 45 438045 41 (Qiu 252017
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Yoo%52021). fE5—HF 5+, it 5 5l % 4 phyB

DNAZEAfe 77, Chin s 1382 5 A4 PIFs If B ik
T (Park%52018). b4k, J6I0E i phyBid i i 1 4%
PIF3 %% 53 A 1 v] A8 BY 32 5K 1 4% & 1 3 )% (Dong
£62020a), SR b, S R IE D EPIFs
g ki Ve K DNASS & BE 7155 2 Fhoy ok Ak i
AW WEURA D =R

i B — SEAE T R B 2 N i 4 i S phy-
PIFstR A BAE R AR A6 E 5. R4
YT, BBX4/11 (B-box containing protein4/11) ] i
5 phyBFIPIFsAH HAE ], AT FEAICPIFS ) % 55 ik 14
e A ) 1 2 R 3R 0K /K P (Heng %5 2019; Song 45
2021). PCHI1 (photoperiodic control of hypocotyl 1)
L& PCHL (PCHI1-like) 5PIF1AH HAEFH, fif4z 3t
DNA%i &g /7, RN 61 5 M PIF] B f#(Cheng
2£2020). [F], PCH1/PCHLIE fE 5 680 () phy B
55 HAE, XA7 BT phyBIG/ MR TE B RS €, 4011
phy B4 G (1) I 1 i i 72 DAIE 1 ' TR 25 2 B (Huang
££2016; EnderleZ£2017). B 70 K BL14-3-3 K i 1
PRI 71 14-3-30/k 5 PIF3 PA K PR/ X I phy BAH H.
YER, T2 2 phyB-PIF3-PPK 5 & 4 ) T B IE
WIS S, MR2R3-MYB S %k # 5 K T-MYB30
DL S A AR iR 17 5 5 5 [K - CBF1 (C-repeat
binding factor 1)if i 5 phyBHIPIF4/5 B AE, ] T
phyB-PIFs 2 [i] [’ AH FLAFE I, AT {2 2EPIF4/5 25 11 1)
MR, THFEOEIE S EE B(Dong52020b; Yan52020;
Song52023). I4h, bBHLHZ k% 55 K FHEC1/2.
G 1 BV AGB1 IR i PP6 34 1t 4 i il ik 5
PIFs 2 [ #H B AF H >R #% PIFs i 5% (Rl 7 R 1 5
=F B (ZhuZ$2016; Xug52019; YuZ$2019; Kathare4s
2020).
1.3 Phy-COP1/SPAiE{ZEiR

COP1 (constitutively photomorphogenic 1)/ 4
—RE3Z RIEHM, fEEYOLES RIS K
RO A TRIEER . fERIET, copl RATELI H
BN HE Tk TR R B S R L.
TEM YA N, COP1 5 SPAs R [ 1 1% DY 28 44 45 449,
H.SPASRESS 2 3 COP1 [ E3VZ 3 H TG 1. %
K KFHYS (elongated hypocotyl 5)1FE A Ha ¥

AR ) B IR AR R, S B E 2 1 COP iR
EXIRY). EEESF, COPI-SPAE & 1A/ FHYS
SR A @R R il 1 268 8 A B AR IR 12 1Y
R Ak, AT 0 1) ' 2 25 22 B (Osterlund 45:2000; Po-
dolecZ52018; Han%2020). PfrJphyAFflphyB4F
55 SPAH ELAEH], BEMFHAS 1 COP1 5 SPATE U
BAR, AN T COPL I E3 2 2% #2135 14 (Lu
26:2015; Sheerin®:2015). [Af, Jeiis et &
B PO 175 T SPA2BE MR, 1% 4 AE FHdE— Dk
7 COP1-SPA & & 1K 1) 5% % (Chen%2015a; Schenk
££2021). B, SGEUE R HIHICOP1-SPAR &
PRI iReE, AR THYSSEAMM R, EHE
Y CTEA K

5 — 75, HAbAE 5 4 0 L RERECOPI-HY 5
file, M, DETI (de-etiolated 1){i #COP1 5HYS
HIAE BAE L, AN FRARHY 52 H /K DU HERE TE &
# il (Canibano%5$2021), Ser-Arg-Asp & & K H
SHW1 (short hypocotyl in white light 1) 5 COP1 ;¢
HY 58/ HAE I3 COP 1Y T HIHY SFEfE, M
R YT AS i i (SrivastavaZi2015) . £ "B-box
KT B T (B 35BBX20. BBX21 D\ BBX224%)
B UE B AE Y HY S 1) 4 B DXL 7 94 3 L T g (Xu &8
2016a; Bursch%$2020; Song%£2020; Zhao%52020).
Ak, Yete i E YR FPKL (pickle). &A% LMk
1K EEHDALS (histone deacetylase 15)/19. £5if &
CAM7. A1 K-F-COR27 (cold regulated 27)/COR-
281 Re S HYSAH HAE F 52 m R R Rk,
I AR 6T 35 1 B (Jing 552013, 2021; Abbas®s
2014; Zhao%52019; KahleZ52020; LiZ£2020c; ZhuZs
2020).
1.4 /M E S MEIBIEE 7

R AL AE 1. SUMOAKAE M DA K v] A8 B £z 45
W2 5iECBEEN SRS ER, 251X
S o A DG ) TR 45 2H o R Rk 2R A5 B S e . i,
TZP (tandem zinc-finger/plus 3)AEW 5 phyA+H B AF
FH I 1 4% phy A B 85 B2 AL, 171 16 iR AL ¥ phy A W] BB /2
EHEERAIE N, AImOUE TS K EHEE
I/ (Zhang%52018a; Zhou%%2018a)., It4h, TZP 5
phyB EL#% 5.4 I i phyB £ H HIF R LA fphyB
SRR R, Hoad i | COP1 S5 HY 5 [A] (1) HAR
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FALHEHYSFH 2 (KaiserliZF2015; Li%%$2022a; Fang
£62022), HATKIA =REAZSHEMESH
2 ) SUMO{& fii: SIZ1 (sap and mizl domain-con-
taining ligase 1){£3ECOP1{ISUMOAY,, MM 4
E3 7% % I 35 14 (LinZ£2016); OTS1 (overly tolerant
to salt 1){ZiEphyBZE 4 SUMOAL, Mifi#i#iphyB
HPIFS 4 &, & 7 phyBA F 65 5
(Sadanandom?§:2015); ASP1 (4rabidopsis SUMO pro-
tease 1)7EAL 2L N2 #FFHY1 (far-red elongated hy-
pocotyl )& [ 2:SUMOAL, $E=FHY 1 Fa e v, M
M e phy AS I 20615 5 (QuA2020). 534k,
I AT 78 48 78 2060 I phy B 5 BT H2[K] 1~ SFPS
(splicing factor for phytochrome signaling). RRC1
(reduced red-light responsies in cry! cry2 background
1) SWAPI1 (suppressor-of-white-apricot/SURP RNA-
binding domain containing protein 1)Z#4H H.AF f, 3t
[F] TR 4% K & O M) 8 L Rl pre-mRINA ff) ] 2% 85Y 4% |
MR AR 4 ) 2B K (Xin%52017, 2019; Kathare %
2022). 53— WA R R ALK 7 i KD R
&2 52 A 3 T B FEPE A, XA AT 1R 1
5 IR e 08 AR 41 D615 5 10 25038 B o L AN ) AR 1Y
pre-mRNA (5% #% 18 5 F AN[R)), b b 89 9 H 1) 2
R 415 N e 71 22 57 5 o 2 AN [R) 20 i DX 3 0 K
FEINRE, LAIE BB 454k (UshijimaZ$2017).

2 RIERFESEHSER

2.1 CRYWEHREZERREMMAZT TN
B

Wit 2 AR R AE 2 e A B 4 R I e e bk
R, FEAESET 2 AEE T A sh At .
P 7 5L R 4H 2 S = /N CRY [R5 28 1, P CRY1
SE T R RN 5, 1T CRY 2 H e A 140 i A%,
BT ) 2 LR R R TR A i RS R T
1(Guo51998; Lin%51998; Liu%52016). CRY3 B b
4 N = ANCRY, {HH L E = CRY LRICRY 2 [ Cliy
JEAF X1 5 Y 2R i T A7 B vy AR AL o A AL T
FRACRYIEAR SN R H 1B E PAEEDNA R IEE — 5
A4 ()35 M (Kiontke 25:2020), {H H Rl 14 TG 38 4% 24 U4
K HZ 5DNASIIE E sl A A KR B .

CRY1HICRY2 B 5 e & fie il B A FIE %, A

B/ DNAE 5 3% 4 (Krischer4:2022; Vechtomova
£$2020). CRY [FN-Zi D BE X (CNT) & 't 2 il ik 1)
[ J8 X 45, % X FRNPHR (photolyase-homologous
region) 45 ik . PHRES K3 5 3 3 MR E e — 4% H
FR(FAD)ESLAN 4, DLHAR A 8 BN 615
5 o CRY ) C-3its 45 My sk (CCEBRCCT) fi 44 7 HE AR,
CNTHICCT#B e/ FCRY 5 iRl T HAE AT
55 5 (Mao%52021; Wang%5:2018a; Xu%:2018;
Yang#$2000) . f6ICRY # W5 G0 J5 48 Jiotid J5
JE T RAHIE 5 3 F R T R Ui 2k A K 5 (Wang
MILin 2020e). CRY ) A R JRAI I S R
RV IR, It — D s % A4 (Ma%52020a; Shao
242020). CRY2[{#0i| K- FBIC1 (blue-light inhibi-
tor of cryptochromes 1)FIBIC2ifid 5 2 4 & BH W7
WECH/ ) — 2 Ak, R FOGAMARIE G BRI
. B 5 A PR AR A I A2 (Kruusvee 55:2022; Wang
Fl1Lin 2020e; WangZ52016), *fBIC2-CRY2NE &
W) Bt AR G5 A4 B AT A B BIC2 3R I HE 4 Jie 485 4 F- 4
SRAECRY 2 (1) N J&] [, 01 5638 5 34 [) H A 5
T MCRY2#:# ZIFAD, fiCRY 2L Il 52 9 HL ik
£ (Ma%$2020b). CRY (1065 540 2 Ho D fig K 1%
(s AR 78 7 2 A, BB RAE T REAFERI B
ik — 2P A Sk CRY 5 HoAth B 1 B AH |
£ F(Liu%$2020).

TR A7 22 FBILA R 7 CRY FRE 1 A=
ELan, CRY X 6 B8Rk 32 2ICRY-BIC f S 15134
IR T WA 6 S0 1Y CRY G i #0111 COP 1 ) i P £
PN S THYS, TR i BICEE R (1) % 5%k
HIHICRY B & 135 P4 (WangZ5$2017).  th4b, COPI1
ME3iZ RiEHAFLRBs 73 7)) 5 CRY L FICRY 2 ELAE Jf:
Rt FL AR, SRV T S ATTAE A [R) 6 HE B B 2% 1
N HIHY =E J# (Chen%52021; Liu%:2022; Ma%52021;
Mia0%52022). [A]i, CRY 6 5 Ya /5 1 B R AL
A6 i >k 1 45 FL AR )3 1 RN BR UK P, ECRY 21
CCTEEFIg b ) =S 22 S PRI (L35 S598.. S599
MS605)Z 5 1 e K HE BB R Ak i 2 (Wang 55
2015). SGBEOEKICRY2H 2 /024 A [A] 1 B R
B R AE AR P 0 B TR A, 4 DI T 458 A O B T A R
BgPPK1-4 1)) A2 LA H1 2 5 CRY I MICRY 2 11 B AR AL
&, AT A A TE M R 3 CRY 23 N2 1k
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B fif i 42 (Liug52017a) . M AR 25 1 3R CK 1.3 F1
CK1.47] AIFEAASMEEIR 1L CRY2 (Tan%52013).

2.2 CRYEIEARSEM. SLEEAFIEFE K
RZH9 53 F Ll

COP1-SPAs 2 il 615 5 4% T I i B & 1K,
1E SBHE R iZ 2 A R E ACULA™ ™ B33 Rk #%
Pty 1) JER ) 3 T B R e R B 1, AT A DY T
A AIFAE(LiuZE2008b, 2011b; Stawskafl1Oracz
2019; Wang%£2018a). CRY115CRY215 5SPAL K
A TSGR R BAE, FEAIHICOP I TE 14, K537
e EHYSACO (CONSTANS) & H f A E P, M
TEHEFE I A 2 il (Huang252014; Lian%52011; Liu%s
2011a)AFF16(Zuo%2011). M4k, CRY15SWRI1
(SWI2/SNF2-related1) & & 44 V. 2= SWC6 (SWRI1 co-
mplex 6)F1ARP6 (actin-related protein 6) H.AF, £ it
H2A.Z{EHY SEREEDE E i) 3 Ao >k i 42 Rk, ki
WG A B(Mao%52021). CRY 14 H] BL5G-
HHBWF-AGBI1 (GTP-binding protein betal) H.1f,
e BEHY 5 5 AGB1HfR 2, 1E 1A THY S HDNA%S
g, I G IE A (Lian552018).

% COP1-COi% 4%, CRY il it £ F AL 1l 1 25 43
FATFFFAEIS 1], CRY2 LA#E Y6 4 i i 77 3 5 bHLH
BN T CIBL 4 &, b e e s 1§ A FT
(flowering locus T)E:PR %k, M4 HITAE
(LiuZ52008a; Meng%52013), CRY2ibd it 5 1%
1 #%2 [A -7 TOE1 (target of early activation tagged
D)AITOE2 & A& 6 S Mt i BLAT, SRAZ#ECOM T fg
MFTHE 5, MR 2 46 (Du$2020), CRY2H]
PLid it 5 CIS1 (CRY2-interacting splicing factor 1))
WG BAE, R H AN T
(Zhao%§2022b). BEAL, B EEE IICRY 2R I H 2%
L S DR 7 B 1 I 3R 45 G DNASRIUE FTH: 3%,
BETMAREEIT1E(Yang#52018b). & A] REIE I 13
AMPK G 135, (22 5 Ar T 40 il % N i CRY 1
(R PR A R B2 A, TR 4TI AE(Yuan552016) .

CRY i i B 2 5 Al s i PIF 2 ) V& R/ 5
55 W5 75 3 (1B B S5 B (de Wit552016b; Pedmales
2016). H 4o, CRY RE B 4% 5 PIFAFIPIFS K A4 WOt
Ri (0 AR, EF9 W66 R, T CRY HTE LR
RCTITRE B0 1 0 PIF ) BELFEHM AR, AT A2 ik 2k

W (MaZE2016; PedmaleZ52016). PIF4% H BEWS
HEE m R B B BRI R IA, CRY 1) REHR 2%
SEPIFA% 5K 3, XM IE A3 v fe 3
TIAELA) ik B s 80T 55 W5 ' I UK 1 (Zhai 55 2020)
HIR, CRY{EWDE T Refig it 5 SPAL EAEHIFICOPL
s e, AT PR3P % S K -F-HFR1 (long hypocotyl in
far red 1) (Liu%52011a; Pacin%$2016). 1fif HFR1#E
B3 5PIF A B E AR I PIF % 5% % 1 (de
Wit552016a). R, 7E59 56T T, CRY K L4
COP1 I F i 5 3CHFR 1 [, 25 Rt —25
TR TBOPTF 1) 4 53ty M I 0 B B S Y

23 CRYNSEXAESE5EYAZEMEEESE
R 7 FHLH

W 5 — 7 i@ 2 # CRY1 5 AUX/TAA
(auxin/indole-3-acetic acid) & [ H.1E, k40 4E K
R FHIAUX/TAA A B (Xus52018), 75 —77
1738 1 {2 33k H 5 ARF6 (auxin response factor 6)#ll
ARF8 F{E A 0] N e L 5L DN 1) 45 & fig /0, AT
i A K A5 5 $(Mao%52020); CRY 1@t 5
BES1 (BRI1-EMS-suppressor 1) H /ER | HLDNA
ShA R I ANEE LR (R0, AT SEB I 615 5 0] v
K FH N IEBRAE 55 4] (WangZ52018b); CRY 1
B W LS DELLA SR A 1752 3 GAZ{AGID1 (GA-
insensitive dwarfl) B_{F, 1| GA-GID1-DELLA &
GIEH, RFRGAS T HDELLA S H 1 5, 2k
1M SEILE 6AE 5 X0 GAE 5 5 S (XudE2021;
Zhong#52021),

CRY /£ il AR G 7 U5 PIF4 LA
kTP HE A A A A B, R T T R e
K (Ma%§2016). ¥ #riE4H ¢ & 5 COR27HICOR28
HHYS HAEFE Y K B 5 51 % 1 (Li%52020¢).
IR 5 CRY 25 COP1I AR, ATk 35 X HY 5
(13z AL B AR, [ B 5 3UB-box % 35 K] -7 BBX T Al
BBX8 K & 3¢ 1k 1 5 M ) (1) Bk M (Li%E 2021¢).
CRY27E 2 55 iff J52 Wi J37 Py [) s JHG = 8 9,52 8103 52 1A
5, (KR FELCRY2 5 E37Z R IEH LR B[ AH BLAE
FH B8 G AW ' AR 1 1R 3R AP i (Ma%2021) .
2.4 CRYF¥= 4 %hAnxs b i 3700 K2 49 53 F 4L

TEVFE AP BT T TH, CRY2E 5 W 8h
¥%0>2H 53 PRRY (pseudo response regulator 9) LA W
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WA 77 R AE HAE(He%52022), B i@t 555
[+ TCP22 (teosinte branched 1-cycloidea-PCF 22)
AR LE R YA B H TR R T A R s /N A, TR) 2
VAT AW AZ 0 24 CCA (circadian clock associ-
ated 1)F: R (1) 3215 (Mo%52022). Ith4h, CRY2iE it
S5 ERNA M A AL B 2 5 1 B R .
WE OGS IR CRY 228 [ - T AH 73 5 (LLPS) 5t 28 it
S/, CRY2 A5 U 4k 5 mCA FH AL i3 5 28 1
FMTA. MTBAHIFIP37 (FKBP12-interacting protein
37) EL A VA 1 A 9 B AE 9G35 TR A m A R SR AL B 1
CRYsHIMTA I Gk 2 24 1133 CCA 15: P i mRNA
Bie A 5 5 SR P JH B AE 4 (Wang%62021b)

5 W) Ak, T 0] H Bk 3 1 AR Ak 7R AR
LS N (Paponova2021), CRY s# A N2 11 57 3
WG MRS P R A W P 22k R 1 (Karki552021) .
WEHE R B, HHYICRY 2 5§k 37 (SMF) 2 12 IR 2
K (Jin%2019). ARE0 it N7 38 i 1 CRY (1) 85 iR
K, DTS 38 1 6 Rt fei < 4 i) £ FH (Poo-
am%$2019). B ET A B 70T Bt Hh sk
137 (MF) R] R 388 1o 14 15 375 1 40K 1T CRY O T g
(Pooam?52020) . 1432 {4 MagR¥E [K| | V2 AFAE T N2
TR A P R DR 2E R, Hogfid i 1 5 CRY (1A
AR @ LRI, FERS TR N 2 T8 Bl AL Rk 2
2 EY)(MagS) RKIRFN L. U Fg I+ 2472 AE T
FhMagR [F]i 25 FIISCAs, F£ 7§25 CRY HAETE B
TEYDRE RN 1) 1 2 A A (Parmagnani®$2022) .

3 RINEBIESIER

BAMGIR KHICH 7 2 —, RIEBKAE
= 315~400 nmJUV-A.280~315 nmf#JUV-B [}
H1311~313 nm B B9 R N 78 3% B (narrowband)
UV-B, 4= L4 Fk Abroadband UV-B]. i £:<280
nmffUV-C. UV-BXHEY) K2 IE W TT 8, (%55 L
(IUV-BRENS PRI )G TS K, anfe i 1ok
FERIAETE A B, )R A 5, T = 5 FE 1)
UV-BIi& B 2 3 04 f, a6 G454,
FEEZIEYERKE
3.1 UV-BZ{AUVR8HI % I K H B HIUV-BHY 57 F
HL

UVRS & —>BUR Jie 5 11, 2 UV-BRYIE 3218,

T SEAE G % 00 B T+ 6 U V-BAB BUB AR R LA R B
FEBRA UV-BII AT, UVRSLARIE — B AT R A7
15, #:2UV-BIR S} J5, UVRS — BRI i 5, Tk
K, X R AR T UVRS Al L i — MR
5% H (Heijde F1UIm 2013). 20124F, UVRS[H ik
SERIRLARAT, 7 T UVRSZARIREIUV-BIE 5 HIHL
#1(Wu2012; Christie%2012), UV-Bi% 5 UVR8H.
AL 5, UVRSRENS H B 44 8 5 56 6 il — SR AK, M
1M 9% I UV-B#) {5 5 i 1% (Heijde f1UIm 2013; Heil-
mannfllJenkins 2013),
3.2 UVRBNTERIUV-BIE 58S
UVRSSE A7 T 40 i i A Z0 A%, i A BB A%
UV-BAIH AR5 520 2488 % B UV-BIE )5,
UVRS = FEAR 2 il 5TV SRR AR 20 f Az N R R
URVS-COPI1-HY 521 7% 5 81 & B UVRS A/ S U V-
BfE 5l % (1) 4 #Li% 12 (Heijde F1UIm 2012), UV-B
fEHEUVRSZ WAL B 75 ECOP1., 4%+ IUVRS
FAk 5 COP1 H AR, f#BRCOPIXTHYS IR, HYS
VE gt 55 R 7 5 UV-B IR 3 3L K [ %275, UV-B
BOE ITUVRS #1445 COP1-SPAs & &K I IRHY S
554 M 45 4 COP1-SPAs & 477K, UVR8 5 COP1 )
WDAOZE BT P BLAE S, IX A BLAR 51 2
UVR8HCOP1 H.1E LA ¢ 3% 4+ COP1-SPA X ¥/ HY 5
it b 75 B (Wang2520221) .
UVRSHE W B 5 17 5 R 7 A8 T AE A SRR 1Y
#53% . UVRSHENS BRI 5 18 I b 1) 85 B4 5% A
FBES1/BES1-INTERACTING MYC-LIKE 1 (BIM1)
Gh4y, TS A DNA S A Bt 77100 40 ) 5 [
F15 Ko N IR K (LiangZ£2018). UVRSIE A L
M S A S T WRKY 367 i 45 HYS % ]
BE N R BRHE K, FEUV-BZ A% R, UVRS I Cii
A LLFTWRKY 36 [#) Cify HAE fif B WRKY36 Xf HYS
(R, TR UV-B T T RS i 2 7Y, (i i3k
UVRBS T [T AS i i (Yang552018d). UV-Bit
A DL MY B 13 %% 53¢ B [0 3 s i 14 AT 2
BUV-B N T & & AP X UV-BIifi 52 14 (Qian
£§2020). UVRSHE W Pl H FF 4L 5 2 A4 s A
L [RL I 95 R Ui Ak R 2R 1A (Qian$52020) . T FT K
BLUV-B AU E S, i8]
DA 4% b R 3B 2 AR 1 2E KR B UV-BIUE 1)




406 TP A B 244 www.plant-physiology.com

UVRSE 45 & F 4 H s I 7 MYB73/77%f R it
A KA SR R (R &5 B, I T 00 o) 2 K 25 oL B
MARFI R E, WEEY R 35X UV-BIf i . (Yang
FILiu 2020c; Yang52020d). ix L6355 B 1 &
AR~ T UV-BYGAE 5 MRS 5 18 2% % V1A
K, LRI A KR B IRELE B

BRAZ 53 B 1 B0E [ BES 1 A 4% 7 UV-B
JETEASE AL, 1M H AT LA S Y A KU V-Bp
SN AP Al o RS2 3 B B B U V-BAa 5
J&, UV-BJFHE A AT LI U VRS (1) % s
UVRS8-COP1-HY5i %, i& g LA K FUVRS ) /5
AN BESI R KRk, M EBRBES1XfPFG (pro-
duction of flavonol glycosides)3& X (14l %7, 13
T A2 3 S8 T 28 S5 B W Ak & P (R RR B8 AT FR 3
W4 %% UV-Bpil (LiangZ5£2020)

UV-Bf& 51l s A7 7E £ S it 4%, WD40EE
RUPI1 (repressor of UV-B photomorphogenesis 1)/
RUP2E i B RIS N L, EAT# 32 UV-BIH)
S, £ UVRSA S HUV-BI3 5 38 % v 1 474 1
T, EATERAE S B Bl i o WD40 25 #y I AU VRS
HH HAE I (Gruber452010). RUP1FIRUP2%E [ 1] LA
e BEUVRS A T & 8 — 4k, EUV-BIEST T,
UVR8 = AR 2 it BTV SRR, H — ZRAAR AN AR (1)
e R B AR, 28 UV-BIE 5 — BN A] JFUVRS
Bk Y RS E B B4k, RUP1AIRUP22 5 UVRS(H)
HOH R AL, U V-B B A B AL
(Heijde f1UIm 2012; Jenkins 2014). Hf 5¢ & BLRUP2
55 6 0% B AR K S UVRSY A G A AR A
[, RUP2 [ WD40%5 #1585 UVR8[#C27 (UVR8
H Cuig 27 4™ 2 FE R ) 45 ¥ 38 8 & — A HAE i,
RUP2 [ WD40 45 #4318, 5 UVR I 10 &5 Ky 45 N 55 —
ANEAE G, XA FLAE ST AT RUP2 5 UVRS A
S A #EUVRS e B A ] — B ARG | E 5 2 (Wang
262022d). RUP1/RUP2HIHY 5% [ H A, 3 HRUP1/
RUP2H] PAAICUL4-DDBI (cullin 4-damaged DNA-
binding proteinl )41 2% s> 25 % H: 0 5 4 4R AT A
SHYS & H FEfE, 0667 2 8 8 (Ren%$2019).
[ iy RUP2 & A P T 4638 44 Hh 1 67 4 5 7, RUP2
A UAICORE [ BAE, M COMFTIE 3 45 &%

P55, rup2 AR R IR HE H IR, 1X—38
52 $|UV-B i 5 {H A K 6t T UVR8 (Arongaus %5
2018).

3.3 UV-BIE S BBMEMESBEANEKR

—IUV-Bffifil A K Z& A R YUC (YUC-
CA)FIm |3 3 [K] I4A29 (indole-3-acetic acid inducible
29) ) Fe ik M A K R AE T ER, 53— 7 IHUVREHI
COP1 & i i 2 HY S/HYH i3k 11if il 17 GA20x1 (GA2
oxidase 1) 5K (1) 23k, #H|GAR =4, faE T
DELLAZE A, #Fifi e #EPIFE H B A, JF HUV-B
A By vl DM 2 PIF 2 1 B, 0 UV-Bag i i
A K F RN R 87 AT 08 4 1) R 47 8 B 2 . (Sha-
rma%§2019; Tavridou%$2020). TPI (trypsin protein-
ase inhibitor) £& [1 /2 JA (jasmonic acid){g 5 &2+
f) S BRI 2 (1, UV-B ] LUfE 3F TPIEE [R] ) e 5%,
AECMIAN & &, 22 ] DUE 52 S0 TA 1)
OB 5 B A KT R 7 3k B 1 49 (Demkura 55
2010).

SR T2 ESE LR, £
20°C K, UV-Bi# it UVRS-COP 141 il| PIF 411 1 55 1
PIF4AEE HA R, UV-B {2 HFR1 & A AL 2.
7E28°CR, s e #FHFR 1 H R, UV-Bifiid
UVRS-COP1# 5 HFR 1 % 141, HFR 12K 14 3k 1 # #1
PIF4f) 3 55 1k, PRI, UV-Bid@ i #0H1 PIF4 ) &
ISR RN e 3 3 3k T O 4% A 75 2 il (Hayes 55
2017).

TR0 0 54 40 R 32 UV-B 5 43 51 32 i 7% B2
(ABA)MR FEIFI 39 0, 20 B o w45 B IR B2 T v, 45
B TR ZE 252 mNOS (NO synthase) & i
Pty 1) ¥ A AT A2 2 — SE A B (NO) ) & Bl . NOTE
BN AR UV-B I BRI [ B 5 25 B4
(TossiZ52012), UV-Bi#id UVRSHE S L], 1X
— I R O O T R O i A SR T AR AR A A
NOF &, NO i # i £/ T4 i 57 B _L- (14 25 11l
T8, {2 3k SR 138 TE (0 4T JF MO AR a2k AL Ok P
(Tossi%2014), UV-B ] LUl iE UVRS 15 5 il B
SR T ABAAS 5 i o g B BRL -, AT IR AR
YR NH,0,FINOE &, BARFIABASE 5@ 2 1E
BRI RVIE R A
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4 HIE S F PRI IEELH]

I, KEXEIGE TORESIHER T2
Mo PR, BIEREFKE BREKE EER
B2 K 0 S /KT R 4 B DR 2k, AT S M AR )
EKEE
4.1 ¥ERKFERE

HAE T FEEE N FRETLEEGHETFRERIE.
YR e A S i R R R R . ORI
(B AR S G HT R EAREESRET HE R
SR AR A BRSO
AT, AEgiSRNA SRNALE & HE A =25,

HYS5/HYH. PIFZ % ¥ 3 K fIBBX 5 i i
SRS 0] [FIE AT 2 N 605 5 5 Sl g s
FEHRIE . #5kHFrl i 5 R [X DNA B #%
AR, ARG 5AHCEE R Rk . B R ILHY 5/
HYH (HY5 homolog) Al iR I ¥E 2 [K] 5 3 T & A G-
box (CACGTG)E{E-box (ACGT) 2 JIii =X A F 7t 1
X4, 7E ORI BTN FEEE A, HY 538 AT BL4S
G AECOPIMISPAsSE HE R (1) 5 8 1 1, R idFix b Jk
R #E 5% Bi$En 5 250 COP1/SPAE &1k 1
% AR R s, 3 [ 5 e R A 4 L AR T
WA JE 5 AR el e R U Bl A A o) A
(Huang#52012; Xu%$2016b; Zhang%:2017¢; Burko
£62020). PIFZ R 5 FF1EHAE 5N SR
B s, MR TR TU AR A SANPIF AR [ If 0
FifF FH(OhZE2014; Pfeiffer®£2014; Paulisic%£2021;
Burko%2022). PIF & [ A8 % 47 5 14 15 1 G-box it
AEH oA, 768 RIS A T 456 JF R i FE 2L R 4%
3, AR SR . AMIRILT — K5I
PIFRE s VER AR 7. il S0 2 phyB ]
PEASPIFs X} T~ B0 L A 1R 45 &, AT 401 PIF s % S
TG 1 (Park®52012); ABIS (ABA insensitiveS) A] {2
H# PIF1 5 G-box It 7 4% 2 Jii X 45 1) 45 & (Kim %5
2016); S 41, PIFsul £ PIL1 (PIF3-like 1)
FMIHEC2 (HECATE 2)#%35%; it 44T, PILLFI
HEC2 A i@ i B % H./E PG PIFs4h A #0 4 [H (LuoZ%
2014; Zhu%2016). TCP4 5 PIF3 i 4 5 1k i 4 0
el 1t WG T T #ERE(Dong%52019) . BBXsHJ
VENHY S SR R 1, R IEHY S S 0s 1F

FH(Xu%52016a; Bursch252020). fta] WL, ASFE2K
YR s R 12 8], TP A BTek DU 53R 86 7
XS5 E SN PRI,

FOMAS R R 1] B 4 e S DR - FH 55 R R
AL S 2 506 50 R RE. 4iE0
Bl ] 2 500F 50 SRR . HiE
H 2 Z kAL BEHDALS W] 43 ) B PIFL, PIF3, HYS5
FINF-YCE 0 52 R FEIL ], AR 2 A K1, I
PR GME T G HE R B 5, SRR M A K
A A A K S a5l A A R R A
A (Liu %5 2013b; Gu %% 2017; Tang %5 2017; Zhao %5
2019). HYSH[4H 5 H 8 A % LB AL EFHDA9 %5 4
i 5 A R S 2 R 400 o) G 53, DA TG A0 o1 16 HER 2%
R i Wi R (Yang252022); 408 ARk r] 2
565 5 3 M2 B R, R BLINOSO,
PIF7-EEN. phyB-SWC6/ARP6 i1 CRY 1-SWC6/ARP6
SR, W AR R RH2A ZAE B R R G
B X BN, B2 505 T SRR 1) %
W, LU TR WK B 1 4% ] (Yang :2020a;
Mao%52021; Wei%E2021; Willige%52021). 4Lt i
HBPH TS 5HE SN SRR R RE. 7F
JGHETR, CHD3 28 4L (1 )iy 5 %8 X T PKL S5 HY 5 H £
HAE, 450 3 K H3K27Tme3 H ZA0 & 15 K5 78
W% T, PKLI A] 5 PIF3 FIBZR1 (brassinazole-re-
sistant]) %5 B 32 BAE, i 4% 40 5 A H3K27Tme3 18 1
KAV, AT T 188 %)y e DL D' et A2 w4 DG 258 [R] 11 3 5f
K, SEIRAS R G REIAEE R 4 v Il FE ) 1
% (Jing%2013; Zhang%52014a), SWI/SNF 5 4t {1,
Jii B Y8 K-+ BAF60 (BRG1/BRM-associated factor 60)
A E G R 2% T 45 A 1R B A G-box R A% /M %
FEGL )5 X, FEASGPIFART N L R (K 45 4, S
R A AV H (Jegus$2017). NuA4E &1k
AV FLEPL (enhancer of polycomb) i £F ;& 4H 41 1 52
HAE 515 2 ARIK, B m SR AR S A O Bk R HAK -
Sac LBEAABR KT, SEELA T Sk Ok & 3R 1
H1% (Barrero-Gil%£2022),

microRNA (miRNA)FIH A AR IIRNA (IncRNA)
A Z5HEYGE S 2R RS . mIRNARE
P HANS BRI R B R BAR, DL RS ] A%
SAS Y FN R B B A P Bh 7 20, AR S S K
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PERR LRI F k. PIFsH] B H2 454 FI4F € miRNA
miR 1564 K 5 3 7 [X I i #2 H %1k (Xie%52017).
JeAE T AL O 2 A BE 4E i miRNA RS 5E 1% 1Y
HEN1 (HUA enhancerl)3 i 3 {2 i miRNA B £
£, [FI miRNAs F A& A T2 &% 0 4H 7 1) 3R
K2 BDEAE S HE (Tsai%52014; Choi%$2020).
JK F& (Oryza sativa) 6 8 2 25 OsphyB 1] i 5 miR-
NAsFKIE, 20K AEAE K (Sungs2015b). HEEA
FIAEISRNA HIDI (hidden treasurel)n] 2 545
MR S B I WG AR SR OGS 2 BT R Al e
KA S5 1428 (Wang52014, 2018c, 2023¢).

4.2 ¥REKFEEE

3% J J2 TR U 4% 3 S FE mRNAH A4 (1) 7]
AR BT, mRNAF B B A TEAMRNA S 45 = 4>
Ji T .

A AR B Y B A W e 1 0T 4 2 R R — e
TSR F NS SN EERMEER T2
R 2 ) ik TR 4 AT 32 B 4% (Mancini 45 2016; Zhang
£ 2017b; Cheng A1 Tu 2018; Kathare A1 Huq 2021).
LLHEALHET h, FOUFE T JE R 4H.6.9% (1 25 [R] A A8 BY B2
KA, HKZ NI 5 F# 5 K] -1 (Shikata
££2014). {E /NG & (Physcomitrella patens) Y6 1
AR, AR A TR X 2R
A AR BT A HE G B S OG- 3Rk (W
2:2014). Jefs 5 AT iE I P 62 A S 8RR T
LA R e 3 SO AR ) 23 o g e 4 ik PR T AR B
#(Godoy Herz%52019), 1] /)N 37 fii 6 ¢ 3% 1A PpP-
HY4 (phytochrome 4)5 55 4% [X] F-PphnRNP-H1 (het-
erogeneous nuclear ribonucleoprotein H1) B {F 25
MU1 snRNP (U1 small nuclear ribonucleoproteins) ]
2H %% (Shih%52019); PpPHY4 A1 PphnRNP-F1 H 1 iff
PG S PR PR P9 27 OR B e gk L 3RA, HETTT IR A
PRI R (Lin%52020); L1 R 7 5 AL s(phyB
585 K 7 SFPS. SWAP1 &ZRRC1 HAE I E &
3 PIFs . COPIMIPHOTI 5 80 3 IR B 1 (Xin&%
2019; Kathare452022); 5t F PHYB 5 SMP2 (swell-
map 2) B A B 5 REVS (reveille 8) 8 £ 8] 412
BEPIF43RIA, 3L #E T IRl 1 (Yan 55:2022);
CRY2 5 B4 [K-FCIS1 (CRY?2-interacting splicing fa-
ctor 1) EAE 42 FLM (flowering locus M) B9 4% 3E 1M

VA 5 48 4 FF A€ (Zhao %5 2022b). B 41, BT 2 [H
UAP56 (U2AF65 associated protein56) ] fEAZ N 5
COP1EAE, 454 /MZRNAJL R A8 #5355
AR TH LI LA 2 A (Li%52022d)

m°A (N°-methyladenosine) f& A= ¥ & N |2 1%
75 H T3 ) — M RNAEA, 5 THEYEKKEJE
HEE, W7 A PIFIONAL (U6 small nuclear RNA
(adenine-(43)-N6)-methyltransferase) 7] 1 4y H 3L &%
5 Bl X i 70 mRNA JE 4T mCA S 1, 1 4% PIFs 3
mRNA [R5 7€ 1, BETT R RREEL0 KA 200 %A
R Rl K (Wang Z52022b); 55—~ m°A F
B VIR (virilizer)/y 5 HHLI (hypersensitive to
high lightl). MPHI (maintenance of PSII under
high light 1)F1STNS (state transition8)%5 Y6 R 3E
ImOAEM, Y IImRNARS & PE I ik B B0 e, 45
W) 7€ 26 R OGRS (Zhang562022) .
FEFEFBEMTA (mRNA adenosine methylase). MTB
(methyltransferase B)F1FIP37 (FKBP12-interacting
protein 37)A] 5iH{L I CRY 27E4% W HAE, @it 71
JEMCCATIIm AREIK T 2 5 R 4 B A 1 4
(WangZ52021b).

RNAZw R |2 AL T MR — M H R
N BRREE BRI, F A S A R R 4
CoUMB BN . MEARRNAS X 15
IEW A AR B, H AL 32 B TR R g b
[X . 5K BHPPR (pentatricopeptide repeat protein)-.
MORF (multiple organellar RNA editing factor).
ORRM (organelle ra recognition motif protein). PPO1
(protoporphyrinogen IX oxidase 1)#10Z1 (organelle
zine finger 1)%E K15 5 5 H 2RARNA S 45,
SRARRNA G 55 7 0 23 52 W 40 i 8% 1 A ) kAR, Al
TP B4 AR AR A R TR
& % Fh £ 4 (Zhang %5 2014b; Sun%2015a; Hackett
£52017; YanZ5:2017, 2018; Small%$2020),

4.3 FEKERE

BEA AR BN 5 B B A 2 5 o T AR A
RIEFEYIWT T R PR R 55838, BR20124E A\
MIA TR FKTF RGERIOUE S TN ST
AN RE 7K P B R IA AR A (LiudF2012; Jun-
tawong fll Bailey-Serres 2012). /& S 7E #1321
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(R4 32 2 53 R IR 2H 2 K ) o 4 Ak PR TR
TREE S B TR A T T

CAMIE B RLES TN FEAMEHZ
VARSI TS B . R AR A B 4
REE T MBI Rl & 5 2L G #ie R
2 E B EImRNA, KIS iz b R 2 A
S 2 DR 550 6 A O DR I R 98, I AT RE A R
%) KB B IR AR B O A R R ) R R 2 —
(Liu%2012, 2013a; AkagiZ2023). (3 Skt G
[PIAZ Co 31 Rl 7 COPLAE Y6 175 3 RN 1R T 42 i A
RIFEEAER . COP1 ] i # i A 2% 75 A 25
Z1 AR TOR R0 2E 1T 4011 R 45 52> 7 RPS6
(ribosomal protein S6)[1JEER L, fxZ¢FHAS ' mRNA
()0 B AL UG AN B B B T S A ) R 52 B 41
L WS T, W5 IE A phy AFICRY J8 it
] COP1 3% M ] #% {2 32 1 “/E K 3K -TOR-S6K-
RPS6™(E 5 il %, AT 4 i A 2 5 & IR
LR MY TEZS 2 A (Chen%52018) . — L3 K]
S'UTR X 3806 55 78 B4 2 HE(uORF), W] LUIE I 58
G 25 B R0 Ak 55 T SUA ) T Vi G B DX P R R 2K
2, W8 R uORF 0] 15— AN 645 5 Wi R &/
SV A R R BB AR (LiugF2013a;
Kurihara%$2018).

A, LE ST oE T R R A
B EMNE KK E . WPaikE AESL,
T 2K phy AR phy Bid i -5 41 Bl 5 e A7 8% 5 £
FIPENTA1 (PNT1)AH T F 2 1 40 1) J5 i 4% 31 4
A8 A (PORA, protochlorophyllide oxidoreduc-
tase A)JEAmRNAFEH B, DAyz il se A4l i+ i
1E 5 AR 43 (Paik552012) . 534, M5+ FHmRNAFI
R E B REH ST E S P/IMAE” (processing
bodies) & o i £ 14 Y 12O T A A i I i R
H# R AS I 40 1 K B (Jang®$2019). (55
A PLdE e #EHY L1 (hyponastic leaves])FIDCL1
(dicer-like1) (1) £ [ & 3EK U/ 19 miRNA N T, MM
i B A 56 T A 7 (K urihara52019) . 41, 5
eSS TN E AR, Y
FE A 5 98 8 2] 5 't B8 B, A A U i S g It e
A A H R FE 2 S B a4 AR s AL
S, T IR AR 8RR e AR 0 2 B S GCN2

(general control non-derepressible2) [ 3% 74, GCN2
VE R T UG R T-elF2o i o R AL B, 5. 2% 52
JL 5T HmRNA R 1, A AAE A L iod 52 ' R F
i (Lokdarshi%$2020).
4.4 FERKFREE

HA5 TR R ORI R KPR R RIE, =
TR B B IR A A SUMO L AE 1 52 M
HETAAEN . R EFRE SR A DR

B ARz BB e 5 S R
HIEEH . —RICILESE ANH K1 COP/DET/
FUSH fER 4K N i COP1 E &1k, CSNE &1k
(COP9 signalosome, CSN)A1CDD (COP10. DDBI1
FIDET)E A4, 17z /268t A R 14 M4 Al
HYS5. LAF1 (long after far-red lightl)fTHFR 145
JE2S 2 B 3 K 7 (Lau A Deng 2012). 7 4F K 1)
fE 58 AN W ¥ Je 5 58 3% A AT T COP1-SPA & & 1
FEAMREGEE NG B, BHE3Z R
HHERECSUL (COPI1 suppressor 1) 7 7E 41 ifd % 4 fig
COPI1 (Xu%52014b), % sf COP17E 40 o #% W (1) %
EAWAISPA TR H, {H6 T COP1 MG A% [ 2 Jfd
Ji 4 3% 4K # SPA 2K [ (Balcerowicz252017). I 4F,
6N LA AT BECOPT A%, MR HY St i 3F
R K- (Kieber52013).  [AIF, — Z&%ICOP1#i
PR T, Biltn: CSU2RT7E R A 5 COP1 FLAE
I COPLZ &AL D RE, MM {2 2EHY 5F4 22 (Chen
££2015b); PIF1 1] 5 COP1/SPAE &4k HAFHE 52 COP1
XA S Az Z AL RE 1 (Xud2014c¢); PID (pi-
noid) AJ 5 COP1 B {E I i 2 b COP1 25 207 22 5 12
HE T #0041 COP1 i 3% ¥ (Lin 2% 2017); S1Z1 7] £/ &
COP1Z5 19317 #i & IR K AE SUMO b A& 1, it 1y 1
S COP1 )35 M (Fang%52021).  [AI}, COP1H] £
SIZ 132 ZALAEHE, 1R HESIZ1 FEAR(Lin&2016). L AF,
COP1Rx LAE3 % 42 i & # D R4k, 18 7] 5 BIN2 B
E, $HIBIN2XS PIE3 ¥ B2 A0 A& 115, 12617 3 5 PIF3
WA, (R A 2 (Ling%2017).

& A BEIR 10 A SUMOA B IR TE A P e 5 5 5
SREPIEE EE. BRI EaRITER
% B8 6 J5 /v 5 PIF 28 I F% fi# (Shin5$2016). 1L 4F,
PPKs. SPAs. BIN2FIMPK 6% ] /5 il 75
MR 2% T A FPIF & B IR AL % f# (Ling%52017; Ni
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22017; Xin%52018;Paik2%2019), a2 A FE K
T2 2 BSUMOE I 4% . BT 73R B SIZ 138
it 4 F phyB (1) SUMO b A& i >k 4111 i1l phy B F1 PIF 25
M i1 A (BernulaZ52021); SUMOAL [IPIF3 & 1%
PRIk 55 M TR YD CTE S AL @406 R SUMO
A ¥ ASP1iE i i # FHY 1 2: SUMO 1L, 3 jin
FHY 155 B A A% AR R, gk 1 e 2k 400 e 5% 1 iR
Bl (QuEE2020; BernulaZ:2021),

5 RESEHHERFSEIE

HAE 5 IEE S Z MEYIBRE 5 EBAES
N EH W EE R, LRI EDR R
(R o ' 5 R B A8 SOOI 98 AR R 42 i
MNP AR KR B B S SNEIR S 5
5WEEEREZ L AR
51 #52%

FE 35 vhi AR K AU R T A B AL T RIS A
5, R T8 P 0 i AR i R R A
S 25 MR, 3X SERRAE R U8 ORI AL 4 1 1K 5 1
AT 53 A 2H 23 5 B A M 2 A L PR b SRR T3
TR, fE 78 o N Al E AR KB O A AR
JE LA 5l Ok B % 5 Al 7 EIN3 (ethylene-in-
sensitive 3)4 [, ein3H R FTRATAKR L 1 2 B H B B
(1) HE - BB (Zhong&52014) . 1578 o5 IS FREE T,
COP Lt P f#EBF 2K 11, 2 € EIN3, {2 3 40 i
#8358 b B A7 7% BE 77 (Shi%F2016a). EIN3 A
SR S IR FPIF3R B T s B i B, BA
AHELBRST . B AN ) 77 20 45 0 TE 2 82 1 (Shi
2£2018); EIN3FIPIF3 3L [ i HLSI (hookless 1)}
AT P 2 i, AR b I 80 T D T iy 25 ) 45 ) 1 T
F(ShiZ£2018; Zhang252018b). I4t, 24 FPIF3
A DA HE A 45 & B HMDP60 (microtubule-desta-
bilizing protein 60)[1)F2ik, M4~ A4l 4 i
T AR 7 1mg A7 X BA BT R A e K (Ma 55
2018).

MY B R OB S, R
TP R TrARSR . T 2 B 4T T SRR 1,
X LTSRS R T, S A )
G TR FIFE AR S AR AR . TR, 41
I 32 MAphy BTE WLt J5 2E N\ 40 ff k%, i it 34 SR EBFs

HEIN3 A HAEH], EIN32 G B, (et 11
T I AR B (Shis§2016b) . i3 — 5 B 5T K 0,
v R IR R T — 2R R A miPla/b B H 3R
kIR BT, o g 5 % 5k Bl PIF3 AEIN3
AR T AAH] TR TS R ST XA
IRE 71, MR HE T A5 2 Al (Wu%$2020); phyBA]
AIE A1) Tt oty 25 4 T2 1) X [ FHLS 1 5E 2 2
RARR A, HIHLS 1R D Re, {22 T 25 29 4T
TFH(Lyu#%52019), {EIETHHARL%J7 1, PIF3FIEIN3
AHEAE R ol ¥ 2 G4, UM BRI 7 e
TR R A 20 E 1 A S R R IA, fRIE
T AR R DLE AR T AR E, Rk
RIS G (Liu%52017b) . IbAh, TERIME 724K
SRR, YA 5 K I FHY 3 FIEIN3 1] DA 3 [ i 4%
PHRI (phosphate starvation response 1)3EX 1R 1A
K, PR BERE YLK S B (LiuZE2017¢); (EAR IR M ia
[ e B, PIF3FHEBF 13 [7] 2 541G [ B 22 (1)
1 53 CBF S = D] () e s /K, AT A A A AE AR
RIS R 4 K (Jiang%52017).
52 k5% KER. KER
AR R GG R E A R A 2
BAEH . IR R I, J6fE T iE i PIFS I 5 R ik
K F KT, RSN 2 R T R
KA FT FF(Sung$2016) . SAURS (small auxin-
up RNAs)#EHTPP2C-D1 g P, 175 4h 1 25351k
Tt b T i 5 AR 4T T AN i g (Wang £62020c) .
UDP- 4l 546 2 Bl e 0% (2 i0F A2 K 3R 5 T AR TPy AT
PEIEAL, T AEK AP KR RS, %
I FE 52 FPIF4 47 1 4% (Chen%$2020), SEU (seuss)
FesgifE R 1 S PIFA HAR(LBEPIFA 5 A A B G,
Mg, WITTAAKSE, BE S 5 h Y
A K (Huaid2018). D5 A KR 28 X EARIE KA
TEZ AR 210, WF 7 K ILCRY 1/phyB 5 TIR1 (transport
inhibitor responsel) st F+ 425 & AUX/IAA, HEINAUX/
IAARENE, BUSAEKRE S, HTTEMEL AR
(XuZ52018). phyA 5TIR1 3% 4 45 & AUX/TIAA, %
EAEKRGES, WITHEY R 21 T 4K (Yangss
2018a). fE LG/ AL LI 24, COLT (CO-
like7) LAphyBHAG K 77 20, (i A K2 i 81
SUR?2 (superroot 2)[J#1A, {2 #HFEY) (1) 5 4 (Zhang
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22014d). Ak, HIEIHY 1-HY5/HYH-PIN1/2
Pufis e K R I2 B TR N e A AR, {12
A A ZR S T A AR (7% B (Duan®$:2021),
M4 4GP UVRS 5MYB73/77 HAEHIHIMYB73/
TIRHE K A I R IAA 9T B 0%, e K
SONEE A R A K (Yang252020d) . PIF5/4A1ARF2
HAE, A 2B AN RE R EY EE
I R (Xue£52022).

TR F AR 70 R I EBENIEEER, o
Ft R BphyB A1 5 1 AR 3 Foh— 15 & ] DA % sk K]
FREVs#lifill, REVsiE L | 755 R M ED & o
Wiy ot 51 K (Jiang552016). 50 T, CRY Ll id &
1 HAE{E 3 DELLAR 2, $01H| PIFs S A= £ A o6 3t
DAL ()t S s, R E TR S B U(Xus52021) . Jutr
Jii # SR PKLSPIF3 HAE, AT AEIIE A H s
GA il i DELLA 1| PKL 55 41 fifd {eh K 3 ] /) LA,
WAL N E KK E (Zhang52014a). CRY1EA
W ) 7 5 GID1 HAE, {2 f##DELLA (A
SRR ARPIFs, 1) 4 o {4 25 D8] R s ik i (2 st AR
H A 1 % (Zhong%52021). K E.(Glycine max) i
652 AGmCRY 1s# HIbZIP#% 5% K F-STFs (soybean
TGACG-motif binding factors)ft] 3=, FifZmILGA2
S EE R 2Rk, (EGA, TG I 22K (Lyu s
2021),
5.3 XERERR. RFIER

B8 V% B (ABA) J2 10 1] P 15 A 1 32 2 R I
Fo WFFURIN, 1406 RT DL i phyB-PIF 15 A
phyB-RVE1/2 15 e i %7 it 7 e A 77 85 2% 2 [R) [ 4%
PUVEH, JEm AR S 5 AT B
iF, COP g #% s FEI 1 I (1R 5 Ll /- S ABA
S R T ABISIAR 2, MR85 £ (Shi
252013, 2015; Jiang 552016; Yang %5:2020b). Mz
%M R COP1REMS > 24 ABD1 (ABA-hypersensitive
DCAF) MR ABISHIFH 5, HABA W] DU i3 2
%~ COP1I AN, it — 2 inss ABIS f #1 52 (Peng
£62022). [FIF, ABATEJEHE T2 #ECOPT A% A 2,
7845 E R AR IR 2614, ABA R B i AN [ 5
R I COPI ) %€ f7(Chen%52022¢), IHAh, B R
TR HIPIFARE S B 4245 S ABISI B 3 1 IE A 3
ik, 3 HABASZAAPYLS/9fE SPIFA B 4 HAF 5%

Wi PIF4 % 55 3% M (Qi%%2020). BBX21i#id 5HYS
MABIS & H HEHEAM BAEH, #if —#F 455 A4BI5 5
T HIAE 71, M 5 2 ABI5S 3R 1A (Xu%52014a).
4t LT R IR AL Oy B IR AL b i
o AR R FDETLE T 5FHY3 4
HAEMSGEABL AT IX, HIA 5% LAl
HDAGHI I ABIS (M) FE 1k, i3k A2 13 %)) v %% 4 (Tang
£52013; Xuf$2020). [FIFE, COPIF ik % ABI4A
HY S8 s Hiif £, MCOPLRES LG IR T B
$2. 5 ABI4 BAF IE0E AR, M % 2 s fhad
FE(XuZE2016b). Ak, ABABE JSnRK 2s ] DL
FRALSWEET11/124 i3k H: 5 S AH HAE A iz e /),
NGB 73 A 387 [5] 3t 573 1 % 32 (Chen
£2022b).

AR, FRFR(JAERYD G A 8 R s
PERIR A 52 R . L6, phyAr] EUEHEFIN219
(far-red insensitive 219)/JAR1 (jasmonate resistant])
AR B, SR COPL AR [ 3= F 40 H N A%,
1) R Al (e K (Wang 252011) . b, JTAGH i 41 41
COP15 SPAT I AH H.AF F Sk 12 T IRl f < A0+
T I (Zheng 552017); MY C24ie 4t EIN3 [ fig JF 41
) JFL s SR 3 1 SR> HLS T 3R IE, HE ] 2. 06
S T 25 49 T 1 (SongZ52014; ZhangZ52014c¢).
JAEZ: 510615 S AR & i, ERLE I,
COP1IHITATS T 167 = A 3R (Li%F2014); 75
1.8 (Artemisia annua) ™, AaMYB108 1] DL i A1
AaCOP1 fl1 AaJAZ8 (Artemisia annua jasmonate-zim-
domain protein 8)fH EL{EFH I B5 A5 5 FITAG
S EE R A A R(Lius2023). TAZ i
BT A= K0 B P A ) B )R . FHY3
MY C2/3/AEFAH BAE AL BETA N W A8 S, [ sy
JAZ17] LAV 5FHY3HIFARI (far-red impaired response
1) ELFAH BLAE F 30 e sad vk, A/ STAH
41 00 8 T 1) 97 (Liu&5:2019) 0 JE A R 0 A A0 B A
ST IE BT LA — PR S e B M ST2a i 2, % i
AL ARV EHSO4-TA I T BRI/ A R T i B,
f8 Yy 388 i phyB-PIF 58 Bt B 205 ST2a (¥ 3%,
T AR 3E 38 195 4 K (Fernandez-Milmanda%52020).

54 X5HMHE
MR ZE NEEBRVEHEIE S K. B
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th BRAN Z #4538 i PIF. EIN3/EIL1AIBZR1 & &%)
A1 33 o 5 T iy 465 49 1) 925 [RI SAUR 1 71 32 35 (Wang 25
2023b). BRIk 4 545 {4 A BRAS UK 5 AR 1R 4 1y
ok Re J1PEAK, %0 #2 7% ZEBZR1. PIFs fIGRF7
(growth-regulating factor 7)/GRF8 ) [] i 25 & i -
Zr s ARG O B R DR I Sk, T AR 4
AR 2% (Wang £52020d).  7E g~ BRI BIN2, 7£ )
T BIN2 5 # 5% [X - 7-GLK1 (golden-like 1)/GLK2 H.
VE ¥ H IR Ak, 3 5 HL 2R (1 AR 0 1 AV S M
PGSR AR L AR 5L R IE T &4 & 6 (Zhang 2%
2021a), ¥, CRY1—J7 i 5 1L BES]
AHEAEF, SECTH ISR 14 4], #] Ak
K (Wang#52018b), 53— 77 1f, CRY 1 7] LA i3
BIN2 5BZR1 ¥ HAEAF H @R 40 3 HIBZR 11 Ty fig
(He%%2019). 46N, UV-BEGE IUVRS 54 1)
AE 1) 22 B IR 1L Y BES 1 AIBIM 1 AH HLF F # il| H F
T R 47 ik A 1 2 08 00 1) 48 A e K (Liang 55 2018)
KRG 20 Jf B 2 42 1) 2 AR R Os WAK 1 T /] LA &0l
55 FIBRAE 5 I 45 HE 4 1 8 30 A8 A AN 40 o A K
(Yue%$2022). o — 0UA & BB 7 kI, 28
Ref (2 U T T IR, X — 1 B2 75 EBR
55 HBES1/)F(Hao%:2023),

Ak, HY'5 0] DAY 58 BRAE 5 38 #% b 40 i)
BIN2 ) 35 1 7% 1 AT 490 1) 248 i fif 4 (L15520204a) o
E37Z 2 HESINATTE RS T B e T A2, & %
fEBES1E 7K P I 0 BRI 5 8 %, R 6%
A K (Yang 22017). 47 WF 50 2 W BR AE 0% {2 i3t
BBX28/29%K 1 %4 & P, BBX28/29 5BEE1 (BR en-
hanced expression 1)/2/3 B AF 1 1i1#BRAE 5 i (Cao
£2022), BRIG 5 A0 t2 52 T 56 M
T2, BESLliid M ¥E A BEEL IE AT 1E,
I+ HBEE1 A L fIICRY2 B £ H./F (WangZ2019a).
22 7 WR H5 I B DEGO T 7 1 4 g 73 8¢ 3 Wi B o
ARR4 (Arabidopsis response regulator 4) )£ 5& 7k,
YEFITE ARRAM LI B A Ay R EADLE 53
% (Chi%$2016). It4h, Jtid I FHY3/FAR L SPL9
(squamosa promoter binding protein-like 9)F1SPL15
FHEAEFH, 40 SPLY/15%F BRC1 (branched 1)ff)%%
S, WS S5 T 1 70 A (Xie552020).

6 SIESMEMAEESE

RS AR MRS N, B AEIR . Koy
s, JLFRIF R A KRS
6.1 XESS5RERTEMR

FEORHEE v PR PR S50 B2 vl LAV A Y ) T A 2
B, FONTRETEAS L, 56 E A &A% )
[FVER R - phyBAMEZ L0 5244, 1 H2 A2 2%
1B IR E T, phyB B AR PrialiE MRS Pird%
ko, PR R T A 2 A MR FE T i, phyB PR
AP, TEANARZ S (1% MR BRI B >,
PRI R T2 8 i (JungZ52016; Legris252016). {H
& N T phyBan ] [X 43 5 B R0 R i Aok o A5
SIHATERE . SOt 7L LW, phyBHE H NG & H
— B [& 4 Jo 7 X IDR (intrinsically disordered region)
BPNTE, Cuii B A R SE R AR /1, 7T B KL,
Jf HNTE /& phyB & 51 i FE 1 e 7 7 41, 38 0
TAH 5 BT OGN, S 3 phy B IR FE 1) e
(Chen%$2022a), fHAY)HEHEC (evening complex)
HARRS 12 —ELF3 (early flowering 3)t 1] LL{EJy
U B AR AR R FEAE L, HPrD45 8438 (prion domain)
A FELF3JE SO -TAH 7> 55 iR e #FELF3 &2
TR 2> A, R AR 1 S0 HL 3 IR e 4 A
235 B R B A, ELF3 AT DA IE 40 2 B R 2
RSO R, Fat) LR EL DR (1) % 3 (Jung55:2020) .

PIF4SE I TR A R DA AL R 7, TE R T
oK. AR &R BT 46 5
TG SRR . IR SPIF4ENR
ik, PIFAZE 1] LA EBa0G A K R A A (5 5 %
SEE R S IL R, N YUCSTNIAA29%% i3 T
K. PIFA{ER R R R B S FEK
(R BRfh, T 7 2 2H 23 rP R S R AR U X T
T Rl ) A A B R, TR B R i 4 1 0 R R
PIF4I 355 Je FoR A IDNASE & RE J1, P08 %
U PIFA- A2 K 22 38 T TR 420 (1 3R P32 i S92 2 106 75 1)
(Kim%§2020). PIF4F# Y FAHZ IR ETEAS
R, MHY SR IR RS @K, SPALTF1
T R AL T # PIFARTHY 5 (1) 2 1 A2 Ve, IR 1L 1)
PIFAZE [ BE 25 5y W P, T Wi B AL OHTY 538 A e
FERT LMAE ) I E 350 53 1 38 B B R (Lee 552020,
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2021). ZHF SR R T A AIE R AN R A % A
T DA A G S 11 T XU 4 R T A A TR L
#ill. DET1-COP1-HY 515 5 2% i 4% 18 $ PIF4 1) 5k
DRI 2, AT 8 719 5 25 T 25 4 i (Delker 552014)
NAEWFFE 2R, DET1/COP1 5 HY 53 i i 7 fry i 2%
PR S A EE AL, DET1/PIF4T] LR sE PIF4AEE 4,
HARHHR IS K, HYS 5PIF4sE 445 & HE AL
(10 J5 3935, I TT 40 1 3k 255 T 25 42 B (Gangappa £
Kumar 2017).

WNZAARCRY M2 5iR TS K. HILH
il it 5 B N ARG, X — i B T-CRY T,
CRY Lt i 5 PIF4 DL A 0 77 XA, FEH )
PIFA () 35 15 1t M M PIF 4% HoBR JE R YUCS.
TAAI9V) L TAA2911 3% (Ma%%2016) . min 61T,
HEMERA % 4t 7] DL 5 PIF4 H.{E, (g #EPIF45
R R st L 56 R PR s, AT R T B T S
H(Qiu%52019).

BBX18FIBBX23 i I B T 45 B ) 1 71 14
% & ¥+ (Zhang %5 2017¢; Ding %5 2018). BBX18 I
BBX23 5ELF3LL & COP1 H{E, BBX18/BBX237E
R 2% R AT 3 BhCOP1 [ AR ELF3, M fifBRELF3
X6 PIF4 (1) 301 48 FH, 12 32E PIFA - 42 I8, B 0 25 28
(Ding%$2018). BBX18H 1] LA ZEE3 {2 % & H: il
XBAT31LL J XBAT35, %fELF3 #4772 & A0 ALt
ELF3 [ B4 fi#, M T fif B2 ELE3 %J PIF4 [f) 4 1) £ F
(Zhang%52021b, ¢). SEUZ — NS 5 EE
T ORI T A S P e s R 45 R, J8 a5 PIF4
AR R REE &Y, KM EMAERKE
(145 (Huai%2018).

TCP#: 3K ¥ X e TCP5, TCP13LA X TCP177]
DAL & PIFAR 3 20, A4 A ¥ ik B )2 )8 (Zhou
2£2018b). TCP5. TCP13 LA} TCP17ik J2 i i T
AR IE RS T, tepS tepl3 tepl 7=ANk
(1) R Sl o o) v i A BN BBURK, TE R A5 T
TCPRR 7 vl LMEREPIF4f K IE, i8] LA 5 PIF4 H A
FARHEPIF4 1) 4% 36 15 4 (Han%52019; Zhou%52019).
FA, IEHEE T, CRY1LSTCP17 HAE, M)
TCP17-PIFA[) HAE, 1 =il o] LAEBRCRY LA TPC17
(IR A, (23 TCP 17 5 PIFA[) HAE M {2 ik
T A R (Zhou®52019). ABT1RIWRKY 14,2

— /N ERSER S RERE T, B S
TCP5 HAE, M| TCPSX PIF4 ()55, H— )51 5
PIF43% 4 45 4 TCPS I 401 4| TCP5-PIF4 & & 1A 11 7%
FRANEPE(Qin%2022).
HERTHREEESEROHAZMET T
JR Ak A, i — RN 7T R B, PIFARITCPALERL
5% vl R A4S T A2 K (Saini4$2022), TCP43: 3
1EF Ik, B h, PIF3HIH| TCP4XTSAURILG J,
SAURSOM 254, ARt it &5 Wot)S, PIF3 R
Fafift, PRAETCPALS G LE R 5 ) 7, (it 7RIt
(Dong%52019). i sk fF T, PIFA5TCPAH AR, {2
A A BAFHI ZE R KRP1 (KIP-related protein 1))
Feak, MM FE SR T #0742 K (Saini&52022).
FAk, Ei T, PIFAR] LU SPCH (SPEECHLESS)
FE A (1) 22 38 AT # ) ALK B (Lau52018), 1XH
FIF AT G b A v R R A LD 0 BA
ik B R IK P4
PIF7THE— NS HRERSERMIET. &
T2k N, PIFT0] LGS & B YUCSHIIAA 2955 5L A (1)
JEENF X, TR R MK (Fioruccif$2020).
PIF7# H & W% il 5 2, IX A T-PIF7 (1) 5 4E 84
P U RNA K R 451, X AR R T RNAKY R
A it R AR AL T 3 4% (Chung282020) . 8T 98 &
B, PIF7 75 35 A s i AR N R IE L E I Re
(Burko%$2022), %A 7 N NV FEAEDDRER =
TR A A AR TR R
6.2 XES5KERES
—EESH TS H5IRERE S S, i
W) U b E VAR A BT . FLAE20024F 5t A BF 7T 45
i, phyBii it i ¥ CBF (% ik, B0 N i C/DRE
B AR 45 HE K COR Wy ik, TR HERE
SRR W 18 B BT (Kim 55$2002) . KR i€ 2 EBFs
A AR, MR PIF3 4R ([, MIPIF3 W] DL B %45
G CBEsH: R (1) R 81 X, 0| CBEs J¢ F R 4 el
8 5 [R] 8 14 (Jiang252017) . #EIR 24 1F T, CBFs
5PIF3 7] DL H AE, F22 PIF3 5phyB4E (1. phyB
g fa, et TS 5 R TPIFL, PIF4
PIFS (1) Ak, ETRE M BTR T, 20 SO T
CBFs g [l i 71 W8 & 6 E 5 R I Mk
IR I AL (Jiang5$2020) . FE17F124°C£ AT,
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CBF 112 iJf PIF4 R PIFS5 &5 (1 (9 A R DL ST IR il fif
K, TEA°C T HARERFEIAEH, R HCBFLX T
&5 R 42 A iR (Dong 5:2020D) .

W ACYRZMZ HHEMINAE S F. K
AT, RECEIEMCRY2EAE Nt E, 5
COPI1 ) HAE 1855, | T COPIXTHY S [ I BE A,
HYS5 0] DL &5 4 3| BBX7 M BBXSF) J& 5 1 X, %
BBX7HIBBXSWIFE N KIA, I FHAEH RIEH M
FIE, Wi S Y B PUA RE 11(Li%E2021¢). £
AbFER, #LFFFFPFD (prefoldin) & [13@ 4 DELLA &
HiE A%, SHYSEAE, /' SHYSHZ 2406
B fife, AT R FE 75 25 & A AR DG JE TR I 3Rk, T
PFDE F /1t HIHY 572 2 AL FE fi# /2 57T COP1 %
fift I8 [ 1] (Perea-Resa52017)

A5 5 T EAE YN €0 72 i e 26 B 22
fEH . BMU(Capsicum annuum)PIF83E K 1] DL ¥4
FER S S, 6 BREA B ie A0 25 i Hh ok 25 55 2 )
18 H (Yang%52021). il B SIPIF4 )5 35 it (Solanum Iy-
copersicum) T IR U, M KIAESIPIF4T]
A A A FEPE . IR 2%, SIPIF4R] 3% CBFs
VLR SIGAI4W 3%, (R 3EABA . JALL K GARIAEWIE
F A 5 A s, i v 7 i (4D T % 4 (Wang %5:2020b) .
AU RE 5 SSIHYS . SIMYB15VA ) SICBFsff)#
15, SIHY 5 K SIMYB15 1] DAL [ A 1 #5 SICBFs i)
FIE FE 150 A0 1) i FE M (Zhang252020) . AR
AR R, ST HHSIHYS (175 5 5 0 B 55, JiEk
SIHY5 {5 75 7h A i X6 ¥4 Ak BRAEIURR, 1 ik F I SIHYS
D01 8 553 L GHEC IR 1 DT 1 (WangZ52019b) . KR 44
H #8 LA ARR/FRYG L, 4315 5 & it SIFHY3 1)
Fik. SIFHY35SIHYSEAEfEHE T SIHY S5 ULEE-1-
T TR £ i il ik DR SIMIPS 311 s S 38005, MBS T
T A A LI AR 3R, LI BT DA 2 2 AT AR,
34 08 7 A R TR FE M (Wang252022¢) . S T [ GWAS
I3 M R D7 A SIBBX3 1 5L K JE 5 1 X 1127 bphigi ik
B 5 5 E A0 FE A Z VIR R, I HIX27 bp
B AR R 5 K I A X R . SIHYS
e 3t SIBBX31 (1) % 5%, {H/Z31X 27 bp ) Jr Bt &= T3k
SIHY 5% SIBBX3 111 30% (Zhu%62023) . BbAk, /KAE
phyBf i 2 K R XM T B (He%52016) .

6.3 XIESS5=RME

e Lk Pl 5 T R A T AR KR SR I AR A
B, XTUESSEEMERIREIAL . Rk
B, phyBI&AR A4 AT LA 5 40 e T %o il i e, (2
& ELAR I R P ALE H AT 2 (Song552017) . 7K
R/FRY N, T phyBif 14 F#AK, PIFs=F 3 &, 1
Y52 B G N . iR G R, phyBE A
S8 5 0 R S ) AR A DA % 22 AN AN B R 1
H(Arico52019). TEME I, ZABEANRIIE S &
BEAR A R T AE =R T A . PIFAFIPIFS7E
RS SR R R I AR R A
o pifdpifSTAGARIELE T i i i 5 3 1 2 0
2, it FIA YA FRACEE R R R,
I S 4 Sz 48 B3R B, PIFAFIPIFS ] DL B 35 9 45
NAC019. SAG113 ]2 14429, CBF2 J% BRI1 %% 3t A
721k (Li%F2021b). BEFLR I, SEFAETAHLEL, 78
Tl 71 & DA SRS 7R AE KB B, BT nSIphy ARISI-
phyB1 B2 5375 PR 2 Jfa 5 1) i i A B DA 2 AR VK g
B, PN FE RS F, R R IR A RE S
#(Abdellatif£:2022).
6.4 XESS5TEME

HAE S 5T EMEE T2 ABAERERR,
A% B (Daucus carota) DcPIF33:N % T 2 A1ABA
BES, I I Rk DePIF3, T 243 )5,
R R PR I BT R O B AR, T R A BRI
DcPIF3{iE ik ABAFH G (1 3R IA H 42 = N JRABA
(5 B, AT B v A 2 DR AU R T H i T R I e
(Wang%52022¢). £ K(Zea mays) ZmPIF 1 {315 %
TR FMABAE T, 75K FEFI UL 9 5 H ik R ik Zm-
PIFI5) AT LAy b S LRI I B DA Je 25 10 28, 9 i
BRI BURBE ST RIS, 38 nE 5L DR K R 1 43
BERORRE BT 4 5 77 B (Gao%2018).  fE/KFE it
KIEZmPIF3H & 1 KA AR K & & it
SRR G ERTE, W0 T 4 MRS i 1,
NN 3G 56 54 5 TR K R TR 0 2 K bt 26 BB 0 (Gao %%
2015). fETFWME T, FaiSlphyARISIphyBl B25
BRPEFBIER, N, JEERE
TR FRAR, MG S K BN, & W& S SIphy AR
SlphyB1 B258-R 4% b 5 g /) R 22 @ B 1k
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JEEA A3 LA B B4 0 AR 7K 2 S 3 ) (Abdellatif52023) o
6.5 HIES 5B

i R e S EUE B E ME, 3G Bl e,
MBI AERKRE . BIEHREMN, BEES XK
Bt % R 7 SEUAE Ry I 52 38 B FI3 05 i (s 5
(Wang%§2022a). 1E% %+ F, SEULL T35 5] 4 1
ARAS; T %4, SEURINGH TG T 45 /4 5 IDR 1
A DUHTE W By B aE, 7E 40 IR YR A AR 2
SR IR, LU SR AR AT DU 3R V5 02 8 B R 1
Fak, M A b R & 51 B8 ) (Wang 55
2022a). #hWpi8 T, WA B (Nicotiana tobacum) Nt-
phyA~ NiphyBVL J¢ FL XU G ARA [1) 85 115 I R AN
TR R, R AR OGS TR DL K B A AL
R e, R G R A AR T 2R RE ) T 5R (Yang 5§
2018c). fE/KFE It %15 OsPIL147] DUAE HE B 15
KRG A Rl A, 3 58 T KRB X 2R B B A
JK ARG H T 2 . DELLAZR FHSLR1 (slender rice 1)
5 OsPIL14 H.AE, 1 7 OsPIL145%F | i 40 il A K
AR IE DR R85 e 77 R AR FRAR 32F T OsPIL14 )
B, FaE T SLRIMEE VM. ZWFAH R T Os-
PIL14# & 415 5 F 28 85 215 5 TR 4% 7K A8 v I il
K DL 25 10 2 FHLER, 3R K Rg it & 14 &%
H RS T A RN (M0%52020).

RN FAE 5 5 H AR (5 5 2 (Al
AR, AMUE BT 5638615 5 REM 4, EA B
T I R A A SR URE R 1 B (1) B
NP AR P R A R S

7 1RSSR

HAG S XHEM AR E R A, A F .
PR A T AR . 20T 41804F
QUL A5 A P40, e I B BIF 98 ) o () A
SR T HER A . AL LA, BN st
POR(ER7/LY NI NISR I i S S 0P s a1 Ecl SRR )
IR % e Aoy T HLEI B 7, fEdT 1 O%ls S 7EfE
Yy EEAE R, AARKN B ML RO A
PSR L E R T

6B 5 KRG BT A B AT 18 55 A 0
FEEA KRB REER . KBLEeRERNFIE
AFE =AY OsPHYA. OsPHYBFOsPHYC. ‘&

1¥2 5K, KBTI REREEE
045 5 U R I AR L R 57 GI (GIGANTEA)-CO-FT
4% LA K /KR8 5 45 11 OsPHYB-ELF3-Ghd7 (grain
number, plant height, and heading date 7)/OsPRR37-
Ehdl (early heading date 1)-Hd3a (heading date 3a)/
RFTI (rice flowering locus T1)i&1%(Wang%$2023a).
OsphyA 5 FEAGARFFLE I (8] K05 B A= BYAH [, 1
B OsPHYAXS FF A [A] 52 W AR /)N, {H 2 24 OsPHYB
5 O0sPHYA [ Bt il e if, OsPHYA I B 7248 H
HR2& M T 15 T OsGIM AR AL RAL BEFFAEAFE K H R
ZAF N i SN K 1 Ghd 7/ 15 KA H1 FF 1
(Lee%s 2016). it 0T K M, OsphyBLELK [ i
KM R BGE AR HEOSELF3 (R B AR, 33E— B BE i Os-
ELF35%f Ghd7R1OsPRR3 7111 /E FA M 1T #4161 T4
(Andrade%$2022). b4l OsphyAH1O0sphyBiE i 5
Ghd7 B/ k45 1 OsGLX Ghd7 1) B fil /8 I M1 At
5E£Ghd7 (ZhengZ52019). OsPHYCTE /KRG WATTF
T 2 D) B AN WA« Osphy CHEARRTELK
FH B R R MM AR, HEMIRIEE
B, K, OsPHYCT] fEiEid Ehd &1 A2
KRG FFAE(Lin%52022b) . 5t 52 44 th 75 1 I A4
FRAC R B CEEE R . B 70 R IOsCRY 11 4%
IKFES A=K, SRTTOSCRY 142 5 i # AK FETFAE i
AN . FKFEOSFKF1 A LL 5 OsGILL 2 OsCDF1 5.
VEF I TFAE, OsZTLIMOSZTL2Z: 5K IEIF1E
I DR A WK IE (Han%52015).

REL) 388 Tok s 52 A R SRR AT T A A7) (1 S T B %
K Fé v PIF [R)YR 5 IR 64>, 43 7l N OsPIL11-Os-
PIL16. 331K 0sPIL137] LA 3t 7K A5 15 1] K (To-
daka%$2012). id ik OsPIL14 7] AR HE B 1S ok
T b IRl R G, IR 58 T K FE R R BB 1 DL R
JKFE B HY 2 (M0%52020). 11 i 35 OsPIL1S ]
DAHI KRB B4k i AR G, R RIOsPILY) g v
A5 7 5#(Zhou%52014).,

Kb P, B S H A& 2R i 2
H, RKGH75%MEREAAZEE . KEHLE
MR E A, B %410GmphyA. 2/GmphyB
F124~GmphyE (Wu2%2013). FEFFSE40 0641 F,
GmphyBIZFRI N L. N, R GmphyBI
Z 5640 T 020 1 T A R (Zhao &5
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2022a). LA &5 SRR OB 3 B A
R IT RO LR B R AR SF I DB

ANTR] T 7K ARG AL B I 45 H At ) Fh L phy B oA 3=
BRI ALEE, KRG 22T Gmphy Ay 315U
eGSR FFERIIE 1R . GmphyA27E & Fit
CFERI R4 06) N AR E . GmphyA3TERFLE4I
(W56 G202 B, BT DL A7 E . K H B SK
7R, GmphyA3 MIGmphyA2id@ it B #45 SECH &
R B LUX (LUX arrhythmo) R [ MLUXE 1, M
M A BRLUXON K SRR 16 3% 0 2R R E T
e A, B iR e, LUX1. LUX2FI&EH
TE R B 526, RIS R T I 6 R B
A% IR % A% 0 (Nusinow252011; Lu42017;
Bu%52021). GmphyA3fGmphyA2iffE 5GmEID]
AR B AE, MIGmEID1§E 5ECE A &
BT E A BAR IR A R . J6BUE ) GmphyA3
A1 GmphyA2 ] P 5% 4+ P 410 f5] GmEID 1-J ) . 1F 3k
fEETER H B, 2Em B REL RIS GEIR K 2 1
(Qin%%2023). It4F, GmphyA2FIGmphyA3i& 1] L) 5
E1 %% H [AJ8 8 1 BAR R e g E1 8 1 (Lin%$2022a)
FEHE H W2 AT, Gmphy A2 M1GmphyA3 ) % 21
4, fift % GmphyA2 #1 GmphyA3 %f GmLHY1aF1J
(A E A, BRI GmLHY 1aflT i — 530 K &
FEACAM G K T £ 1 82238 M {2 3 A8 (Lud52017;
Dong%$2021). K& GmCRY2a 5 bHLH 2 M} % 3¢
A ¥ GmCIB17E 50 T & A R 1) AH B AR FH 00
H A ¥ (Meng2013). GmCRY 1sili i {2 #E kK 5
K5 5 (I bZIPE: 5 K 7 STF1/2 1 B, BRI VB 7R 55
FGALM & &, M 0K 1) 38k | S 87 (Lyu 55
2021).

K Ret% il 58 W BAE I R R, ki
BEAT LA 2. DGR K G 4R I EE R R, K
TotRMAE I E S, B ESEER )
()58 1 s fa B AR R, i I B SRR S T 1 A5
5 T I ER R AR IR IR B Taylor MMenge 2018).
WG IR R 3 AR IR TR A I B R ¥, R SR GmCRY I
AT LA 1 KRR B T B, T i Ak GmCRY Ls ] DL
HENLIR I T i (Wang252021a). WGBS HIGE S
JEAEZEEECIRN, FE &R BRI . HYS 5L
KETHR W] DUEAT K BE 2 A5 3, Mk 8 3l B4R 36

(KongZ5£2010; Chen%52016; Ji%52022; Li%$2022c¢).
KEHHYSH FRFE R F 44N, 535 8 GmSTFI~4,
MFTHFRJEEEE A 24 . R R GmCRYIsAr
SHOLE S, REHEEFME S HHGmSFT2a, Gm-
SFT5a. GmSTF3HIGmSTF4 M\ 2542 5h FIAR #6, AH
LA V5 598 i (Wang 25202 1 a; Ji%52022),

FRAE A AL - R, Foh R LE Th g
SR T T R T R, AR TS B
4e bR, FOKFEF A E WA ZmPHYA, Wi~ Zm-
PHYBF A ZmPHYC . ZmPHYBI{E 41 5% K X}
RSl e A S 2 A AR L, T ZmPHYB2 3 B4y
T T KO IR R T A8 4% 78 (Yang 562016)
24 ZmPHYBIF ZmPHYB2Y 9 AR I}, K 2 30 8 19
RN PREAE, BT (R FEAR K, FLAEF 5 (84K 3R AL,
1M I Ak ZmPHYA 1| T 3T K Rk v AR s 38
(Sheehan52007; Yu%42018), i ik ZmPHYCs W]
A A T) T oK (%) R vy AR R A 5 (L1 55 2020D)
ZmPHYCstE K H RS AF T AALIHIF T Zm-
phyCH] L5 ZmphyBAH HAEH, H HZmPHYBsIhgE
Wk 5, FORFFFLIT [A] B 2E e 1T, R ZmPHYCshl
MR G, ] REE T S ZmPHYBs IR Th Big 4k 11 {2 i3
T K FFAE(LiZE2020b) . BLAN, zmpifs TRAZR B H
TR T RNk S5 A v RN A P A T R B (Wu B
2019)c ZmELF3. 13245 | TKFFAEIH— A F 2QTL
fe i S (K], ZmELF3.15 £ /1~ (H(ZmELF4 1 Zm-
LUX) BAE K MECHE &4 (2 it £ K AE. i Fiit
RINZmELF3.1 i A 21 X AFAE AN R 2B
G S e R LR LR IE, IR BLTE BRI A
(I ) BIR A (B 4 ) 4 5K 1 52 21 1 1)
vk SRt 7 N £ 2 v ey [ B 0 Y O G O
UKE) }1 2 —(Zhao®%:2023b). =[] Y5 [ SPL 5 %
¥ % [X - UB2 (unbranched2). UB3MITSH4 (tasse-
Isheath4) ] DLW 3 25 487 5K 1645 5 224k, JFiEid
WA 4% T AR A R A AR RN LAt B S DR T ok 1 4
HEFREFR B R T, 2 F KA M) B bR N
(Kong%52023)., Wt FLid KIGAE 5 5 5 S IF £
R 928 188 B A O 10 22 R AE BIAR oK B P i AR )ik 4%
P b B w4, HERH T ZmPIF3.3 1 ZmTSH4%y
STE R 4% T KA v (RIS v ) N R il A 007 THD R
% # Z4F F (Wang%£2020a) .
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8 REEFIRE

A KRB R EE NG S T
T, AMUHAFEHEDIEA R, M H 20K
AR EFRMBAIPUE . BRI, YOS S i
AR E 15 LG 5L — B FEA 22 FL )
HERF R R TR, 2 AU R U
T RANEERR, A — P EEDOLE S
PR 2 35 e T IR S, FE NS B B A T
5 HE BRAR R B AN = S R DT R R AR R 4
T AR, YOS 57 S A v EY T 6k
7 BT E R A IS A AR R S . AL
AN Z YR = R IR T R AR AR ) — AN E
BUR R TT IR, JEIG LT T SO RO R
YL k%0 . 8IS LEDYGIR (% 5 ) &' A 1
BCEE, o NS FEEIAE(BFESE . KR K
EY). ZiRtEYD. M EYSE) UL LR — Y /AE
WA [F) A A I S B B 4T 36 f i (1) 0 3 (Thoma 5%
2020; Appolloni%%2022), M 747 PR e 5 fH 45
W, AR EY L. B, A YRR
BT Je XA [F R 6 A2 ) 5 B AR B AR AR 42 ML
PR FE, CASCIERY) T AASR A & RO 1Y
% J&(Van Delden%5:2021).
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