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LR, E) T, AR LA, 9 RIS 2R

e R K SRR R R RO 2 B, 0430070

ol K2R P S A I REIRATE 7T s, RN 430070

My R A B R B, 1430070

HE: AR BT — AR R4t A0, WARB XA X 24 £ TN T . & T RS AR RAR
ERIERXRE, EANFARE SN, BIESBIZANRTAL LT, WIRTF0F S BEN SRR

AR M) Fr S — A BR F] B 4B (UDPG) A ) 38 & 40 M 3 — 5%

BA %] £)4E (ADPG), HAEAR4 2% R 2L AL £ 4L 45 4E

A, Rtk ERRTHRAA AN E ST L. AL LEMIFIE, A feh Y FHEF T ONS
BRI, il T R R A R B R T 49

KBRIA): BABS B BOR S BL; WA R A FLE

Y66 A G A 1R B B AL S R, w
R A R [ 52 PR BRR R BE B A A B R TR, T S
B3z B Mo Hb, F b R R Rl I G IR IR A Tl I T
AT 25 6B P= IR o RS W 8T 2 A R SR DA
B B 5 5 T ) UK, IR AR E . RENE AR Vi
W11 B B AR YR AL A 22 b 1) B 3 Y 8 AN I b 1)
B E LA ARG BRI 88 B is i, Bl aniE )
(R SR sz El fh 7. B 2545 (Geigenberger F1Stitt 2000;
Rolland%2006). [FIf, BEREHATVE N —FIE 5707,
VAT A B A= KA &% B (Eveland fll Jackson 2012),
E, 3B %60 2] vy PR R AN B Bk 40 B B4 )
Bt — D R . R RS TERE o fR DR )
BEEA IS, 43 ) N JE B S B (sucrose synthase, SUS,
{7 FRSuSy/SSEE, EC2.4.1.13)Fl%%: Ak B (invertase,
INV, EC3.2.1.26). i & {# 1 4 A1 IR 1 — 0 1R
(uridine diphosphate, UDP);= 4 K F 1k iR il 2 b
(uridine diphosphate glucose, UDPG)F1 5L 4, M
AT, 5 R RN K AR R A T B AT SRR (Koch
2004; Rolland%52006). INVHISUSHRAELE T 41 g
Ji T, MISUSHL) 32 A7 7E T 15 2 G0 F0 41 o B,
LW 20 i 52 A2 AN [F) AT R A2 5 B SUS ATIN Vi 2
(AR 1 FEAS [ ) J5L K] (Stein Al Granot 2019).
SUSZ Sk N Z AR AR, S RERE iz
T VERY G AT 4E A RS A FRBE R ZH A
A= AR A 3 5 45 (Weber245:2005; Fallahi%$2008;
Ruan%:2010; Brill&:2011). UT4EK, V2R
(11 SUSHE [l it 45 %5 7 R, SUSHIThAEEH T 8 i)

B, ARSCEER T AEAISUSHE AR AL R4 25 LA
LA T Re T R RIE FE i Je o

1 SUSHISE4s S

L1 B A A/ NFEEIE

SUS & — Ml B Fo iy, J& T WL e Fe g -4 11
FE(Schmolzerd52016), 1E/N3 (Triticum aestivum)
JU 2 H IR RE (Cardini & 1955) . fifi e J L4
HIAE TR I, XA AR TN .. — K&
TP A R AEAE 200 DL i [R TE, H A Tl
V8] R 20 IR R M s v, AEARRRIEARBL . FESE S (Vi-
gna radiata) i~ IKFE(Oryza sativa)Fp-F. £ K(Zea
mays)IEF. KE(Glycine max) bk ¥ (Amygdalus
persica)%E L 73 ml 2i40 45 2 7 SUS, &4~ E H L
VO ERAK T XAEAE . BN TR AE90 kDa /e
Ao FERIK/N—MNS5.9 kb, cDNAK/NA2.7 kb
Ho G E LR T 41 4 K 208004 S JE IR vk 2k
(RossF1Davies 1992).

SUSHEAL AT/ e B JREF i FR(UDP)+J3E
B> PR WL %) B (UDP-Glo)+ bk . REHE
B R A B & pH N 7.5~9.5, T HE 7 fif [ S TA]
EpHN5.5~7.5, (H— A N EEE Y AN 3 2
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3 7 B 43 R 1/ F (Schmolzer%2016) . SUSH
JRY o B3 IRYIUDP 2 Ab, i Ho etk 5 i iR,
U AR FF W F& (adenine diphosphate, ADP). Hii %8 i
H MR (deoxythymidine diphosphate, dTDP). ffJ
1F % (cytidine diphosphate, CDP)FI1 & — i fig
(guanine diphosphate, GDP), {EX} % ¥ sE A1 1)
ANF, SEF ) K/MK R UDP>ADP>dTDP>CDP>
GDP (MoriguchiflYamaki 1988; Romer45:2004).
SUSTEMESZ 2 P 5t 50, e h 8 ) B 6 SUS IE Je
PRAN T3 1) B 3 PR AR AE AR F 1) (Loef5$1999) . 53 4h,
PRAMSIEG R I SUSIE F5 Mg AEAE A R KRG 1 o
AR, w48 B T WnCu” 25 24| SUS (Pontis%s
1981; Elling 1995).

SUSTEM Y4 i vh 3= 2L DL A AR AE, 44
KB4 LLRTIE BT A AE T M5 (s-SUS); 734k
— B SR v R AR IR S R R G R
254 (m-SUS) (Amor&:1995; Carlsonf1Chourey
1996; Winter4%1997; Zhang%%1999), HIRSUSA &
PR, (R 5SS Y 8%, TEMHEGH
B AR A B B . RN NS & FISUS
FEA It FEAS B RS SUSHE R % 7] 41 5t g i 7= AE
(1), FHAHE LLs-SUS B TE AFAE T B b, | %
TR A0 AR T e 7 380 4 ST iim-S U S (Cai %2011
Hardin%$2004). BRitz 4b, fEMEAE(Gossypium spp)
FIHEL(Nicotiana tabacum) I8 HISUSHEAE T 41
B 71 (Salnikov&52001; Persia%£2008; Brill&£2011).
Z 54K F ISUSHE & H—SUSHE
PRI 11 47 S i 1, SX A GhSUS3 53 Aii 1E M 41 24 4
L JsE M, TERRAE IR AR BE G O AR RE R SRR .
E I 2519 73 B R B2 ik R 46 ) 5 JHC B[R] 26 R A7
TERCR 2 T, SIBSE G A s A AH . B R A fr
i (BrillZ2011).

1.2 SUSHIREBRILIE1M

FEY) 25 223 I SUSHSAFFEAS [FIFE BE 11 1
WAL . Tt SUSI Ser-15H1Ser-170
AP S AFAERE IR AL, AR 1k th Ca® i 2R
P 1L (Huberd$1996) . BIFFR3EH], BERILATRE S
SUS R P 1 75 AT 20 A 7€ £ 47 9% (Huber<%:1996;
Winterd51997; WinterflHuber 2000), S ISIE T,
KZHHISUSLA L BRI Y AAEAE, IX T RER T

L T 70 8% 30 (1) )5 IRl (Subbaiah Al Sachs 2001) .
ERS I, 5rriEwrISUSHLL, K&
R HISUSTESer-11 (5 2Kk SUSTH1Ser1 547 £ %}
JSE) ) Tl P A P 2 P 2 1K — 24(K omina 55:2002) .
W8 R IS US 1) 43 i 77 1) i P4 171 A & 57 17
WEE S Z B BRI . KR R SUSEH
Ser-15ALBERRAL S | 8 o1 28 5 AR i I A 42, 3
T A6 T ) 0 g 4% 14 385 I (Hardin%52004) . A AT
FLIL R I Ser-15 I BEFR A 0 7 SUSHIEG ) 7] %%
PR, BERRALJS, W5 )R (Suc/UDP) [ 45 & 7114
5, MNTT R T REHE 7 07 0] 1 B P4 (Duncan 55
2006). HardinZ5(2004)#F 5% & 3, £ £ KSUSH]
Ser-1547 fi 4 56 A BERR AL, LA A0 REBE 70 e vk %

.
2 B HSUSEERIE

SUSH: [K 5 ik /7 7E T4, I H AT %
PSR RE, 2 BU0EY) H SUS PUR /NP3 R 5K
R RAFAE, AR R B H 2 15 5~T74 2 18] (]
1). N, 764 %) (Vitis vinifera)F1H B (Saccharum
officinarum)H % € 1 54~ (Zhang%52013; Zhu%s
2017), #LF4 I+ (Arabidopsis thaliana, Baud%2004).
7K (Hirose552008) Fl XL P 4 e i (Hevea brasiliensis,
XiaoZ52014) 1 5 64N [FRIVEZER, 8 (Populus)
WM (Gossypium arboreum, Chen?5:2012). 17T
(Bambusa emeiensis, HuangZ52018)H | % 52 1 74 H)
PEIER . TMAESE R (Malus domestica) & (Nico-
tiana tabaccum) &RV (Populus trichocarpa)h %
H 2L (Pyrus bretschneideri) | [F1YRIE N T2, 7 52
11, 14, 1581307 (An%E2014; WangZ5:2015; Tong
452018; Abdulla®$2018).

18 3 {3 ] Clustal X6 >k T 18/ 1984
A5 2 2 R R 7 A1 AT B 2 i, FIFHMEGA
7.0% {444 1 Neighbor-Joining 5 32 % Eb o 45 B3k 4T
HEAEA 2T, AP R ISUS 23 A3ANIE S5, 43 )
#ir 44 HSUST (fi3EMonocot SUSHIDicot SUS).
SUSIIRISUSHL (1), 5 2 i (78— $(Wang %
2015; Zhang%$2015; Zhu%:2017; SteinfliGranot
2019). SUSIf{IMonocotFlDicotH H1 43 5| Jy BT
FIXF-HSUS, MSUSITASUSHIH 3 T /K5 (Os-
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Fig.1 Phylogenetic analysis of sucrose synthases (SUS) in plants

B R SUSH FEE 7 4 e Y T NCBIEHE 2. LR TF: AtSUS1~AtSUS6 (AT5G20830. AT5G49190. AT4G02280. AT3G43190.
AT5G37180. AT1G73370); 7KHG: OsSUS1~0sSUS6 (HQ895719~HQ895725); £ K: ZmSUS1~ZmSUS3. ZmShl (NP_001105411.1,
NP 001105323.1. AY124703. AFW85479.1); HJi: SoSUS1~2 (JX416283. AF263384); i&g: SbSUSI~4 (XM002465116. FJ513325,
XMO002453052, XM002465258); /N3 TaSUS1~TaSUS2 (AJ001117.1. AJ000153.1); TEHE: GaSUS1~7 (JQ995522~JQ995528); 445
StSUS1~StSUS4 (AY205302.1. AY205084.1, U24088.1. AJ537575.1); PiZLAii SISUSI~SISUS4 (L19762.1, AJO11319.1, HM180942.1,
HM180943.1); Z 7 % #ili(Citrus) CitSUS1~CitSUS6FICitSUSA (CS4G06850.1, CS4G06900.1. CS5G33470.1. CS5G16700.1.
CS6G15930.1. CS9G03980.1. AB022091.1); M4 : PvSUSI. PvSUS2. PySUS4., PySUS6 (AAN76498.1, ACP17902.1,
AlO11846.1. AIO11847.1); ##: PrSUS1~7 (ADR81996.1. ADR81997.1. ADR81998.1. ADR81999.1, ADV71187.1, ADV71188.1,
ADV71189.1); PR : HbSUSI~6 (AGM14946.1. AGM14947.1, AGM14948.1, AGM14949.1. AGM14950.1. AGM14951.1);
KiE: GmSUSI~11 (Z12632.1~212640.1. Z18059.1, CM000852.3); %ii &.: PsSUS1~4 (AJ012080.1, AJO01071.1. AJ311496.1.
AF079851.1); 3 J:: MdSUS1.1~3.4 (XM_008340067.1. XM _008393559.1, XM_008384702.1. XM _008339589.1, XM 008352962.1.
XM _008352963.1. XM _008388452.1. XM 008348668.1. XM 008383171.1,); Fii}fiki: GhSUSA~D; 17 T: BeSUS1.3.4.5; #j%j: VvSUSI~5
(XM _002271860.1. XM 002271494.1, XM _002275119.1, XM 010650590.2. XM 010657781.2); #kT-: PpSUSI~6 (JQ412752,
KJ493331~KJ493335),
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SUS4~6)F1 FE K (ZmSUS3), 5 H W1 HAE ) 1)
SUSHEA .

7] — ok N SUSHE [R BT AT A58 1 Dy RE AN [ B 4
SURE S VETT e 5 BE TR 45 A0 1 22 0 0% o T X K
FEOsSUSH: R 25 K (11 73 #r, K I OsSUSTA 144> 4h
BF, OsSUS2~44 154 . T OsSUS5F 0sSUSG6[1)
SERVENR R, FHEL T OsSUS2~4, OsSUS5% H124~
G, OsSUS6H A3 KA T &9, Hasa 144k
BFRBINK, SEOXHA R wmLE A T &®
WK . OsSUSI~42 [l AR, EE 7E68%F189% 2 []
N, OsSUSS. OsSUS6'5 73 44 R AR ACL B 4%
K, B F Z AL IR E77%. A2 A
SUSIMSUSHALT-[A] — 2k Ge itk b, B4 2%
5 — 2k YLt 44 (Hirose252008) . /KFGH1, OsSUSI .
OsSUS2HM0sSUS3 )& T 5.1 W-SUSL, OsSUS4J& T
SUSIL, OsSUS5F10sSUS6%i NSUSIII.

3 SUSHYEHIZThEE

3.1 S 5AHEZEMBRRE R

SUS 5 £F- 4 3 & il 7 1 1 I B FEAE M A6 Hh i
HNIEN . FWIRuanFlChourey (1998)HIHF 7T & B,
IEFEEGT, e RIRERR B b2 B S
ZEWRI AT, 7E LA b AT I S (R £ 4 20 Mo 43
W RNEFYE 5 o (HAE TG 2 4 SR AR (f1s) AR AR IR
PRF M ENWA XN, 52N, 7
RATAR IR TR P 3T K 2ISUS mRNAFIE 1, B
R IR HAE Y, R A SUSH K &R IE 2R
KRG MM A =k — 0= AR A e . XL UEYR )0
F B SUS 1] g 75 1 £ 24 41 Jf 7 A A4 4 1 5 it
ey Y (VAT

Amor%§(1995) K I, Micr4eaft, =0F
50%ISUS S A Ui S5 % 455, 40 B 15 2 I H8 £F 4k
U 4UAT LAAE AR SN R F P PARIC FTUDPG A JE A & ik
AR MBI . B 41 4 R G R E AR E AP0l R
FFR I RE, NSUSS 44 R SR it — DA
Q3% T 44 (Pear®£1996; Arioli%:1998). Fujii%s
(2010) NAI I e BE B AR WL Z2 BISUSAE AL T 21 4R
A H3E A 1R (cellulose synthase complex, CSC)H
WIS CESAYUA A L PTLIECSCHE & 1&, ARG H
LC-MS/MSHEAT i i % 52, 1] LA#HTCSCH G411

WL FIH BT EAE AR AR CSCH & i
B RIISUSIHIAFELE, UHISUSIRA il BEfE NCSCH
BRI — WA TELF 4 3= B 72 R 4% 4E H (Song
262010; LiZ$2016).

KB IR SUSHE PR i 3 48 FH S SCAM 1] B BIF 52
GE AR WISUSTRERE T 4 4E R M A B, AL
HISUSTK 1L, METETFAE AN 2R B 2F Ak ke 4 B A B
I, R 2T 24 20 B A A R P 7 B 2 B RS, e 4
72 A B AR TO R A 4 I AR AE PP T (Ruan52003) . 43
1 R Ik B B (Solanum tuberosum) StSUSH:
D, A e TS, 274k 8 G In(Xus52012),
Jiang % (2012) 7 — /Ml i (Gossypium hirsutum)
PEE i Z2 s AT 2 — AN FTISUSIE R GRS USALL,
WRAE r b 2 T 2 5 DR £ v A 4 44 7 Rt o, A
WO = BN, T RN AT ] 12 35 [R5 41 4 i i %
K. [FFE, FEARAEYIN T, HRIEFIESUSH:
DR 38 D0 £ 4 3% B 4 o B R R AR AT i B R
(Coleman®$2009). 7EMHEL H R IA MR SUS 1
TINET- 2 2555 B AN o S0 200 i B J 3 (Wei 2:20115)
O T 783 B AR 7K Hh R 1k OsSUS 318G N1 4
FALF Y R o &, BRI R 45 0 B, IRAE 4N
BESE S, B DR R R 22 I UBIAR e 0 A0 A
AR 1 0 (Fan:2017)

G2 78 AL SR R AR AL - 4ESUS 5 i Ao 3
sENL, XWISUSHIRES 5 T IR i & Fii(Salnikov
52001), HEF AT ITAHLG, 08 AR 55 1k
SUS (sus5 sus6) XI844 1) Jd 1] 7% 22 11 Jf A o
SRR, LA RUEYE R B SUSTE £ 4k 22 A0 B IR
(G U 2 A AR A
3.2 B5EMEM

VEM R A B KA B I B AR T A,
SEAEYIOGRE B (ERFFRL, ZKFERITF1 D #4 S
RV B RS . FEIRN, TER A T
FE2AN X3 (1) B &6 1E FH ThRE R Fr i 44
Q)R P PG R R AT & I3 B4
PRI VE R A o VE R FAE E K T R G " i B il
PIVE T 58 1, HoG i B HR R A 2 I — i IR
%] # (adenosine diphosphate glucose, ADPG).

FEM SRR, JER & RN EE AR RO A 1R
FH (R0 795 43 1 B9 IR 1A 0% 7 T8 4 Bl (R VE R R B R
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Bi-1,6- W2 (fructose-1, 6-bisphosphate, FBP),
FBP7E S WE MR i R/ FH N A2 BOR B -6- TR, 2%
153 761 761 W S K4 i (phosphoglucoisomerase, PGI)#:1k,
AN -6- TR, T K IR B B TR A 20 R A A7 1
(phosphoglucomutase, PGM)F1ADPG £E % FR AL, 1
(ADPG pyrophosphorylase, AGP)4: il ADPG LA & %
VEM o RAAEM: SR AA TR UE R A RO R AT
AN EESUS ) fift 1 0% A= iU ¥ & i IR ADPG
(Bahaji%52014; SteinflIGranot 2019), {HILA AT
FAWRASUSZH T it FriEm i & it #E . AR
UDPESUS ) zid i), HSUS Rl A HJ ADPAE AL
ADPGH T 3E 8y 14 Hi(Baroja-Fernande452009) .
B HR R R A L R S SUS T80T 7 ek 2 & 39
(Bahaji%52011; Nguyen%52016). &+ L EHFTE,
Bahaji%F(2014) 1A Ay SUS 73 i i i A iR ADPG H:4%
18 B MR TUER 6 .

CE i EE T AR R, IR
H A AR EE b, SUSXTUE M 1A B A 22 0 B 22
fER . (EACHE 38 &, ADPGHISUS. UDPG
IR L IF(UDPG pyrophosphorylase, UGP)F1AGP
WIRZ55E M. 5%, BN /i SR BERTUDPG,
UDPGYEUGPAE F % fb U 2 - 1- W5 R, P42 il
AGP1E i 4774 ADPG (Okita 1992), %i&ftH,
SUSMIAGPH] REIL Al k%€ T ADPGHIER . RUE
MR ZE A7 IR FL AN B 82 =25 tp R K SUS 5 UDP
(145 & 8o, {HELADPATUDP N EEH) e B () K 8
IRAHIE; FEREF 7R B, SUSHEMEZ & T
AGP (Baroja-FernandezZ%$2003), Th44 2 H b
ik SUSF I3 in 7 UDPGHIADPG /K *F (Baroja-
Fernandez552009). £ £ AKH 4 N B ISUSEE A
StSUS4, B F R T K ISUSHEME . R r (g3 43 Al
ADPGI) & & i 3 8 IN(Li%52013) . X LLiEHE %
BISUS HJ & B350 it e WE A2 BRADPG L& BUE RS -

SUSTEVE N & e #3522V (1) 845 141 A
FLYRT FRTER i = RAAERsh 1, % T A A
SUSTE AU EF A Y1 10%, T 58K 7 & 55 35 PRI,
FERLAEAE . T8 IR BAEREFIShIAL T R K39
2 yute ik, LRI 1 WESRESUS (Chourey
Nelson 1976). X RAE MK sus1-1 M RALAKsh1
susI-1HWF T I, SUSTH TR I TTE R ik = RAE

ok, RUNZEEZ SRR e IR R ShIBEAIE
N2 5 o i BE A 4 2 A BOd A2 (Chourey 55 1998;
Carlson%$2002). 74b, EEFREED SELEE
BN R VE R, SUSTE Dy 2 B 2X A U A e A A
RITMHI TR Z o X LR FESUSHE R HE1TRNAI
MG, SREHRZEFRISUSIEEREK, RESY
TR AR e R A AR, HE R SR E
HeZE rhye by & 2 PR, UDPGARIADPGAY Ry FE
30%F135%. W WSUSZ 5 T My & M PR i
AR 4% 1 FE (ZrennerZ5£1995) . 7EFU RS FFsus1-658
AR BT ORI, RATARRE Y Bt A2 SUS
AR WTI F1185%, 1 LASERFIE ) 41 4E 25 Al
VEKT I AE W) A i (Baroja-Fernandez%52012) . _Fid
S IR RWISUSTETE M & b A 2 EH
3.3 &5ERRE

ERSLR BT, EEHCAEHRAE
i = RS AR, IR R A A o IR
P HERESABRTE S XN,
T2 5RO S WISUS . INV A B 35 1R
il 55 R 5E B, IR SUSHIINV L N E 2, EAT17E
i Y6 R 0 4 i, T RSO MR 1) 2 (1 JRE W A PS5
9 B HH ) B0 1) SRS RS A R D, PRAIE R
B m) e FR R SR R . B0, 7RG &, B
R, SUSTEH & hh(Citrus paradisi)if) F52 K & LA
St FEpE o R B FR A 2 O BEAE F (Lowell 55
1989). JEHZAETFHHE T, SUSHIEHRAERN
H %, HockemaflEtxeberria (2001){iiE, T 5214
N, A SR SO A B R, PR A SUSTE P
= FpHI T B, (H2 2 5 R H e i
(R R R R 5 B FNIN V) [ VR 200G AR 4L, A A SR
SV FE R IR 7> 3 ERIE T SUSK L & ETt,
3t TGy R s, fRIE TR
RELMIEFE ALK FFMEMoriguchiZ(1990)%f 4L
(10) FRE W 2 5 F0 RE BB AQ U AR DC B g vl MR R AT T A OC
T, KBRS & 5 SUSHIA S M i =, 7EXT
g — s & 8 2 WA 0 i 8 3] 1A
1Bl 1) 45 5. (BattaFl1Singh 1986; MoriguchiZ$1990,
1992). il A T30 R IR, B RNAE AR A 5
#(Fragaria ananassa) FaSUSIFEIR, 165 AL B 4E
Ji, BRI A 3 43R (Zhao%52017)
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3.4 S5

SUSKR T 25z iRl i, ek
HISUSZ: 5 S e i B o 78 A 2 A8 1100 79 b i
1, UL ff T WA 21 [RRE 10 B 446 7= 0 1 5 - 1- 1
F K&, INVIEAL R4S 75 ZLVE FE M 73 T ATP, i
SUSAY 55 B — /3 FIPPi (Huberfll Akazawa 1986;
Stitt 1998). A WL.SUSIEATH i Re &, WR*%
FE 2 PPIRT B 16 PRI F (18, 535 BT 75 Ae & K
HEZ R R(ATP)HFEE R E T 2 2 A At
Ri. O KIEY R EREE R E RS B A S
R, Gl E 2 RE PR TR s
(Geigenbergerf1Stitt 2000; Gibon%$2002). FEfL4H
BIEWEOL T, N7 4857 155 AW, 25
BT AX T A% (1) P2 28 B o A RE W g AT
e TAEE R F R ISUSE R . H4h, FEHA
W, R NE I 3 m SUS AR FINV ) gl
SKHCHUIE ZUWHE (Geigenberger FIStitt 2000). 25148
(RS 7E 2 NP R ERE AR B . 0, S SRR
HHISUSTE T /& EINVIF 1045, 78 D E 2k
X — HL Ak 3205 (Edwards Ffllap Rees1986; Ross%
1994). 52 AHXT 2, e EAREEC &2 1 iE
IR R, X — At 2K R £ (BiemeltZ$1999;
AlbrechtflIMustroph 2003; SchubertZ:2003). .1
A L EHRIE, FKSUSTARAIERAR R I PLA ) E
A& )7 AR (Ricard551998) . 5 il (1 72 7E AR S A 855
T, FAKRHPSUSKEE LTI, INVRIA T, R4S
HSUSTEMR Hh R IE 5 T FHIA7 (Zeng5 1998,
1999). X EEZR A /K - T Tl [ UE 4 #B 78 43 1 BHSUS
TEPUEUb I T T B A .

LRI BIE 77 TH, Bologa%(2003)7E I 44 2
REFIAINVIE R, BB R bk R R INVIEPET &, (H3R
EiE A R R, AR, S AR g, ATP/
ADPIUE T %, 5 WA I AH Gl Rk &=
. H 2SN 7S A, ATP/ADPLEGI . ek
B RGER W BT « X UL, SEININV B R AT DL
T FEWE 1 20 M, A4 B (BRAT P B &, S
PR T ER A . S S 38 R CsSUS3 8 4t
A RE JIBRAR, 256 d/KHEENE A FL S, 5X)
FEAH LE, % B2 R 3 AR R P SUSR A & L id PE
UDPG & . ATP/ADP LV 51 45 B 3 P& A (Wang 2%

2014). XYW N H & CsSUS3E N 2 5P A
ISR

FAMERTHE I JE, SUSEE A Z %+ HAEFTA
EHEHZE 7THEME . WEITERMIET, 4t
SUSI~6IZ A AR, A ASUSIMALSUS4
Zeik & B, HEAN R R IA A A0 (Klok 4
2002; Baud%5$2004). fEsus] Flsus4 FAZRMR H1,
T8 IR H G DL 2 BRI EL T, SUSTEME 25K
H T AtSUSIFIAtSUSAIIRIE o 1E R A,
SUSTEPEFEAR S I, FHARPTEMME B2 71 KR T B
Vi B S b R ASUS TN AtSUS4%: 5 T L8 i
i Jz V. (Bieniawska%5:2007). GRAEITIE 215 S FoK
R 2 DA 5E 7= 4= (Subbaiah Al1Sachs 2001)F1/N 4
R A A4 2= 138 I (AlbrechtfllMustroph 2003).
T oK R DF IR BT 7 AR R AR T R oK SUS R 2
HIShl, EBREN, %8 B LR, SAMES S
8 E & B, AR B S R R UDPG
(Subbaiah#1Sachs 2001).
3.5 HEXEYI¥IhEE

br 7= 5% hiam iz 4h, [FE A HRiE $E
HSUSH i Z 5 e AR S e i 72 . 1
i, ERSE R R ORI, KR TR R A
EHEHR 21 FSUSHI R IA i (KlotzflHaagenson
2008). FHARHRIE FHER], KT A SUS I #2 i
RN U s A I AT X = NI K 7 1
(Gonzalez%51995); M /N2 1E 18 i ¥4 S5 I SUS &
w7 5~61%, BBHSUSTIRES 5/ 2R I id
T, A TT BE A ok 1 7 40 i N AT PR A B E
JEH 77 (CrespiZ1991) . 5 #T T 7T K BLSUSIE
Al ReZ SHCPU AR G, fEKAE 52 B iR
18}, OsSUS3HE R 3 208 vl A+ 22 Fg b, A
T BAARK iR X 7K e 7= B A i ok ) /s 3 (Takehara %%
2018). HbAk, FE/ANZE LRI TR LE Y #ASUS,
FLAES0°CI AT e R F5 A2 5E (VermaZ§2018) .

4 SUSTEIREX R EHIN A

BT SUSTEE R & s £F 4k 3 & i LA B B
B R FEAE T, R R AR A R A A
HARGFRe RACR . B, #iAe i RiE SR
DB FSUSHE A 5, FeRERIRR AL 32K, F1 i
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K1 HYISUSHIHEYI % TRE

Table 1 Biological functions of sucrose synthases in plants

Wl A H LR R Gy EIi % 3k
A IT AtSUS1,4 R EEENEN A Baud%:2004
BREACKAT T i RIE Bieniawska%$2007; Klok452002
AtSUS2 T Z 5T Bieniawska%$2007; Baud452004
AtSUS3 T Z 5K Bieniawska%$2007; Baud452004
IKF5 OsSUS1 MR . 25T ELEE F utyi Hirose%#2008
0sSUS?2 H R FRIE HPU U 1 SR B Hirose%#2008
OsSUS3 E-S i RIS ZEFT AR LAY R G, 4R Fan%%2017; Takehara%$2018
48 5 BE BRA, TRAE 40 RE RS B, (R AR B8 0 A
SigE 7= B SR S K HEB iR, D Rk
SOFA5
OsSUS4 iy Z 5T IR ) Hirose%#2008
K ZmShl1 N S S 5 PER AN, FARP T, e O & Hardin%$2004; Chourey%$1998
ZmSh1/ Wb
ZmSUS1 R 2wk, Fpr RVER B TR, A RBEAR T AU 52 1 Hardin%#2004; Ricard%51998
ZmSUS2(3) JRFL AR 4% Z 5 5Ek A, B Hardin42004; Zeng21998, 1999
i Eia GhSUSAI FRLTAE4H L RAZR AT R T R 4T 4 e 0 S AR T Jiang:2012
TAFIRE Y i A, AL/
GhSUSI HRET 2 4H L Z 54 . MK TRE Ruan%2003
GhSUS?2 HRET 2 4H L AT AE A AR R
GhSUS3
(SUSC) e i) BHHEZ S5 YT N, R R S Amor%1995; Coleman452009
GaSUS3 i 2 5 £h e F L2014
45 StSUSI1~4 ez RNALFHSUSIEM: . e # & mE BRI Zrenner®51995
StSUS?2 S Z 5 A Mia Geigenberger#/lStitt 2000
StSUS4 S IR ZE e R i 35 R T UDPGA Baroja-Fernandez4%2009
ADPG & &4
TR CsSUS3 iEE SRS AR B 42U A8 B ) Wang252014
MR PvSUSI H R FRIL AP R 10% A7 Poovaiah%52015
A% b DcSUS| . iRER SRR ARG, SO R AR /N TangAISturm 1999
Ko PvSUS R % VA REE AT [ ZURE 77, B TR P1 7 B Gonzélez1995;
e CitSUS e E{1E 720w S ULR - R 1L ) vyt 7/ D o1 Lowell%%1989; Hockema#ll
Etxeberria 2001
e PsSUS Rk SRR A B A K BattalISingh 1986; Moriguchi
1992
N TaSUS ML AR Z 5N R I R Crespi%1991
EOM PtSUS iV RitE vy 2 508 g T SRR 43 T FWiBtEE2016

B REK, P45~ B IN(Xus2012). HEEMTE
H 5 GhSUSAL, Fifer= s MKa 4 4k i & #0A 52 &,
IR AF 4 5 AN B 1 N (Jiang%62012) . R
TR DAL R P AR AR O RN FE [, B Rk o —
ANEEFEPYSUST G, AV it m T 10% 4 4
(Poovaiah%52015), FEARAFEPII M R IA B A
(Gossypium hirsutum) SUSFER, HA 4 Z-S 818 hn T
2%~6%, T H. 5 B AR 45 4E K 34 i (Coleman

552009), TE/KFE I KIEOsSUSIH A 4k 2 F -
AR ENM, REKEEFPUEREE .
FFREARRCR AN L E 77 28 (Fand$2017).

X T A B R A REHE R R AEY, @
iR RIASUSELA, FT LA e s A 2R, M 4
mEYI= . BN, TR HEFRIA LR ST SUS £ A
AtSUS4, % 5 K] T K B R e 4 AR 8238
T 10%~15% (Baroja-Fernandez24%2003), 4%,
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Fig.2 Genetic engineering of sucrose synthases to improve
agronomic traits of crops

HERIESUSHE 5, HkZEdiEm & &R E LT,
SR ZE PR I 3 G N (Baroja-FernandezZ52009) .
T4, SUSZ 5 Z ANt 72, PRt s 8 2 3Rk
SUSHE K GEf% g m e I L e e s /1. 25 b,
SUSHERHfEB &M R A5 s B AN E, X Tk
KRBV 4= & UL B EUR G RV 7™ & 42 =1 4D
BABENEHE2).
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Abstract: Sucrose synthase (SUS) is a glycosyltransferase occurred in the most highly plants, and the SUS
family genes are distinctively expressed in different plant tissues. As the SUSs play a key regulation role in car-
bon partitioning by providing UDP-glucose and ADP-glucose substrates for cellulose, callose, and other poly-
saccharides biosynthesis, they dynamically influence major agronomic traits and abiotic stress resistances in
crops. In this review, we performed a phylogenetic analysis of SUS genes examined in plants, and updated their
biochemical function and biological feature. Finally, this review proposed an engineering strategy of SUS for
potential genetic improvements of major agronomic traits in crops.
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