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Eﬂtﬁa E}@Ja —:Ej}-’%%a éé&%a EEI 7 ﬂ:‘j!&;éz*
TR A R 22 A i R A2 24 B, B4 450002

T BN TG T HEM LR X, SRR TSR+ B SR T AR, 2t —F At
Y b RNR B 0 BAR S D). X —E BT AT ARAR oA, F )T iREsE Rz 585,
RAHMAERLE . AISSTEF RN T A X BARE T AL RS 0940 R AR EATRR, FAETHERT &
BERELTRAEILAMENE. FFRAIENET AN A KIEBE 5o THEI A5, 15 R AL &
KB . AT AT 5 IR P 44 ) SRR AR 3 SR IR T 04 o KL AU SRARAT 09 B 0 T3

REIA): AR, 12 T4 A MM A KARH

fERZHEY S, BB GRS
B EEIE A, L) KA (phloem) IR ZA(H
Frdg EESCE AN st B E A Z (D R
e LA, BREEEAES T2 5REEY
2 fp A B RE, X — I HLEDE 2 2] T2
HISRTE . A SCRARRIE U R T .

1 FAERY & ARFNRE AR

1.1 FEHENERK

T % FE B & Bl i (sucrose phosphate synthetase,
SPS) 2B A M 1) 32 EERE2E . SPSHHE AL SR
—H§ ¥R 4 & ¥ (uridine diphosphate glucose, UDPG)
G- Tl T TR = A IR TRE R, PR AR L IR S B A
RRERE RIBEIR . 2 AU Y #8 £ ~SPS A T,
FRAC IR K Ym b . RS I¥ (Arabidopsis thaliana)
AT AANSPSFHEN, 43 ) R AtSPSIF (AtSPS1A4).
AtSPS2F (AtSPS2A4). AtSPS3F (AtSPSB)FIAtSPS4F
(AtSPSC). H:Hp, AtSPSIFFIAtSPS2FAE M FIAR
KL, AtSPSIFIEMR T FKIE, AtSPS4FIEZETi 315
(Solis-Guzméan%52017). £ K(Zea mays)+ WA T4
SPSHE[K, Horh ZmSPS3F. 4FFISF RN R Kk,
ZmSPSIF. 2F. 6FAMI7F#3{Erh ik, ZmSPS2F
AR PRI

o RIASPSTE BT I FURF AR ) #8388 n 7
FELH LR (VI RE AR i, R R A K. B
B /K8 (Oryza sativa) {1 OsSPS13E R 5 8- F o
SPSVEME FAK29%~46%, M Fi dhfli& B A A4 K
HAE 5 HH L2 (R B BR OsSPSTRI OsSPS 115

ot Fr A SPSYE 4 [ 184 %, I Hh K& AR RUEHT,
{HARFEI ) A K (Hashida%52016) . 7ESU R T+ 17,
spsal Mspsc B FTRAZARER R 73 FEAK T i R I SPSY
PE, FEAR TS il 1 VE A PR R 25N R A i ) P
% (HAEspsal/spsc XU RAZAR T, iy g K AR
R, HAEMRAERKSZ RG] 0] WA BRI RO -1
T, SPSXF RN A=K ) R0 A BRAFAE 22 57
1.2 FEPERIPERR

JE BE 5 B (sucrose synthase, SS)A1#% 4L (in-
vertase) A& F A HH A R A A X PR S B . SS
R AL RENE A R 8§ R (uridine diphosphate, UDP)
S N AE R BEFTUDPG . 7R R I+ A, B 6N FE A
fdSS, HrhSSIEZF . 6. MR, MR mE
1K, SS2AEZFAA R 5REIL, SS3FEZF . fE. R$
RiIE, SSAEMRAMR Pom Rk, SSSIEA AL AL
R PRIE, SS6TEZF . MR ZE T RIE; SSI~67E
K RIE . SSIEPE R BIEpH N7, AR IT
GEAF AR sus 1/sus2/sus3/sus4 Fsus5/sus 61 SSVE 4 #&
T 0 R B A R H AN g2 i mb IR R E K A
AR A TRIASSHE FEHEERME . FEH
ZBE S BB NS A PN

e AN 7K AR TR A S 26 B R SRR . AR
YHHE AL 22 52, 4y Zm B RE LA . A ik
BRI AL G . (ETS i (Solanum lycopersicum)
Hho Sk A i B A AL B, BRAIK T KPR
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P8R G+ 5 R P I T 3, FF & DL—Fh ANk
A P AR O ST 15 LR, SRR BE TN 1
iz FNG| Wk-3- 2,1 (indole-3-acetic acid, IAA) )& L,
LA S HSPOOFIHSP100M) 2255 (LiugE2016) 0 R /N
Z (Triticum aestivum) (1 57 5 1 225 O8] (Bt /
VAR AG ), T B B R Gy id B HL0, K E
SR L ZARTE, I\ 4 i 5T % Ak B T R e
Homan R CRER R R IR A E R R BRI IE P
AFEUNAMAET . W I TR e S
R L, MRS TR KA L. PR
1+ & (Solanum tuberosum), W FEALHER LK
SRR, R R A B S DR U G 0 T R R
1) AL L it s e 70, (KR53 T L &) A itk
AN I o I & B AR ] DLAS [ M 2R i e AL
ity LE R A vh B D e AR AE 22000, FF AT RE s e AN [R] (1)
(ERSELUib X G

2 EHEREEE

T Hh E W P 3% 1 7 08 0 L AR R 5 A
BARFLR FE M. — AORUL, T PR 40 - R JRE
FISWEET (sugars will eventually be exported trans-
porter) 5 1K i 4 #1231 5 S A (apoplast), Ff HHHE
R RTH ™/ R 3 1) 38 A FEE W 32 25 1 (sucrose
transporter, SUT ) Ji b 4 B30 P1 L, #5243 1 iy
() 3% 22 1 N7 431, S0 B B 38 ) e 2H 2% 3B
2.1 FEHERYEREK

SUT G SR ) B 8 o RE B 00 2 3, LR 6
BESL, SUTIEREIE A 2 M. K% (salicin). 7K
W B Y (helicin), a- 2R BEBTHEH S5 FESURE T+
CAR IS NSUTEER, Ml AIT7E M FIAR th#A 2ik, 5
TERR ) B AT REIE A e 4Tm 4

PR SUTHE K] 1) 2 34 5 W ) I ik 73 T o 36
I RNAH| A7 B (Populus tremula x P. alba)" Pta-
SUT4HIFRIE, BEIN 1 - v v (e & B A b7
AR . (E T Rk 3 58 (Spinacia oleracea)
HISoSUTI, W F v (A RERE & 2 FRAR, S22 ks &
M, A EER S &b . I R S
UEH], SUTMSWEETH)ZRIEHR 36 520, I
ASFE W) 1 8% 5 it (Durand 55201 8) .

2.2 EVERVENEK

M T I 17N SWEETE [, 504 i
B M i 1 5T AN (1) A ) i ds . AR B A 5 A
2 UG A AN T F e, o AtSWEETL. 2. 3
JB 5 — Ak, AtSWEET4~8 8 &5 — /N1 5Kk,
AtSWEET9~15& 5 = /M5 %, ASWEET16/117)
55 YA 5K % (Kryvoruchko?42016) . AtSWEET9
e E R R R IR I RS 12k . SWEET11
A2 58 A7 T B FF A 3 1 0 A g 08 v B 24 i 3]
FBUAMAEI G iE . B SRSWEET 1181 2#8 5% A7 W]
SRR, [ A e S 2 D AL L DT ) 7 2 2K
FRA, AREERE DN e & ERm. R
KRB . AtSWEETI6EN T, [ A1,
W LNERE W . L RIKASWEET1 63 8
RF, WeRBTFENE . ACSSWEET17 3 241 37 Wi i
RIER AR ia, AR L R RIS, KL A4eS-
WEETI 7% s s b p i R & . oK
K FEKISWEET4HR R iz OB (i 2 b5 A L BE)
TMAERENE . 7] WAtSWEET 1] 1 278 i b 0 a8k o 2
Hk 2 EAE A .

3 ERESHEESEENIRX

3.1 FEHES IR

TREWE 1) G BB 2 52 22 Fh R S8 i s, I
EREMAFHR PG RS =3 FRE, EYXT
AN R 358 1 38 3ok FE AR B PN 70 B 75 2 11 T 8,
T A% 388 B BAH A5 5 428 (Han%52018; 7K Fou
2:2017). JiV& 1 (abscisic acid, ABA)ZEHE M%) A
Ve AR AR P e e B R R AR A . AR
ABAFIENE(E 52 2 (M W ReFE 2 B A X

ORI T AtSUC2 N AtSUC4FE [ ) 3
KAZ A . BEMEABAM L EHE S, L)
R i % SEARARAE T -1 R R4 v AR KB B, AR
AW FIABAK B P2 A MU N . S5 B AE R
L, AtSUC2FIAtSUCHFEAZAAR [ Fy v e p 5 B4
e, AR S B ARUIC, T P E FT AB AN B gk
K I8, TUHRABFsHEN K H ETRiF3ER . A
HNASUC2HIAtSUCY W] fig il 1T ABAAE 5 I 421 37
Al . B IFASUCOTRAZ AR FIN A At-




FKESE: REEE

SUC2. AtSUCHRAARAALIRIFE AT 1E B, FF 4]
THAEED B T IIABAS B miRASUCIEEH
WA T ABAE SR KR IL, WABF2/3/4.
ABI1/3/4. RD29A. KINI. KIN2%%,

FEFERIABAZ 5P 1 BUR SE BAE AR . Tia
55(2017) & P F61 % (Vitis vinifera) AR FE A, RE
B 38 Ik A B AR RS A AS AR A P g AR R AT R Y,
T ABAFIENE I S (5L R, G0 A AR S FE R (PE
PG, PLRICELL). 1t #AHREH(DFR. CHI.
F3H. GST. CHSFIUFGT), 3 4= K &4
Huang%% (201618 i 4% s 200 7 R I, E R KFFRL
) Bl st FE h, FEBEAIABAGE i ZmEREB156%%
3[R 3 R R 45 PR L R SR 1A e SE R (Malus
pumila) RSP FIMdSUT13E K 7] 8 2 ABAE 518
B S 5 R I2 R O — N4y . Tu
Q017 KRB, 15K E(Glycine max)Fh—¥ 1) i @it
i, Fhrrh R S BEMABAS EERE, IS
B AR )it FH % D AE G
32 EREEEKR

YR RS B IR R A KR ED)
O, (HINC A AL RRE, FemiiE & =T
BN TIAAM A iz . R A RIAAK E
BREZ—, HEMHE R AEK. S HES
(R RE TR IR IR, 8 TR E TR TR R
HHIAAR > At L, (AR 4 AR SV 5 4 24 Th e
T T #% 55 F (Herndndez-Madrigal %:2018) . éﬁk&%
A& HZ=(Rosa hybrida) TV 2RIV ERE, i 1 54
K E A RIEE (RRTARIFIRRYUC D FI & K 2%
IBHEFI(RRPINT), "B 1 B <5 N iR 5 3 45 1)
RhMAX2EE KA1 73 ST I RRBRCTHE R, 3K
B RE M 2 5 A2 K 2 DG 1 T2 o 4 B ) BRI
o GorenZ(2017)i it RNAIH 1 2 750 H F4) 1 it
EHEFENSST . SS3FNSS4, I AT e b AN HoAth 7] 75
PR IS BV BE R, A B T IR A
ﬁ*ﬁﬁiﬁ??gkﬁlPlNlEl’ﬁ?iiK%i UiLEASS

AIRERS M AR K R HEIE . WangZ5(2018) 18 it #%
iéﬂﬁiﬂiﬁj\*ﬁﬁ*@ﬁ H &5 HE AL BRI 1) B PR (Ricinus
communis)Fi-1, RIVERACHIEAE SN, FEHEAC LA HE

SR AE KR SRR NS A RS

WEES@E, UNIERE 584 T feil i 2 K

SR KR B R 1581
RELEWRETRBRMERM TFAE
33 ERSCK
JEREXT HE) TR 205 1 & mEUE SRR AR AE

W Ve Z I R b B E ) W, TAE
FEHA RS IR R e AE ZZ V)AL 3 2 1) W 7. Xf
¢ Ty %&(Dianthus caryophyllus) YA it H FERE 5, 16
ek M BRI SRR 1- 2 R A S - 1-FR 1R
& %l (1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylate synthase,
ACCH T, ACCS)IE TSGR (AL, M L0611
ACCHAMMEE(ACC oxidase)id PEA I, MTiHER £
H B KR L BU(Puns$2016). FEIGZ61F T, REAIE
— A F-box & HZEITLUPE K541 — A LI 5 1 f
4% 7 CONSTITUTIVE TRIPLE RESPONSEI
(CTR1), SEIGIGANTEA (GD i H IR E, M 4ERF
1 B B 3 (Haydon52017). IE A ERE 75 42 1]
PR A AR TR T LR E T IR,
AR R ) TR RN ) R B R AT

Xt H BE (Saccharum officinarum)Wi it £ %532 d)5,
WERE T EBOM B )RR S Wi &
A5 5 3 7 R R 4% 205 H & 8 (aminoetho-
xyvinylglycine, AVG) 32 dJi5, & BMK T H B R

] JE 43 2 & (Cunha®$2017) . SSEEFEY) T - B A 7
FERE . TEAKZE (Manihot esculenta)™ K3,

Wi %7 2,45 (I Me ER 7 2% 35 DK - 4101 | MeSS 1 35 R 1)
Fik, HIEARAG I 2 15 5] 2 RERE S E’JEZ% l
I, 0t R BE  B EAR I T 458 A fr
17> HEWTF L
34 EFEMAERSHE

QEHH@/\Z"”%EU? T‘##ﬁiﬁ’]ﬁlﬁf Wang#5(2016)
SR, 5@ AN L, N SR (stay-green) 52 AR
WtasgIHE R B W5 IR BB 522, B 1) 40 i
Iy ERE R TN IR, e &, SPS. SSHI
S e B AT 2 9 N 3 TN IR R DA )
ZLFE AN AR AR TT (lovastatin) J5, FERE & & F1H
AT P B R B AR, PR R R AL, A v i
Iy T R A BTG T R RERE AR, 2k i R A
MIREE . REMERE AN R SR, HAE R
B H ZR2F 5, R 0K PR B R W A B BT 1 5 i
Hahn, H 22 a4 R S B R R AN ROK R %
TFHRBIRE NI Z A R EZ S E TR .
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4 ERESTESHEEY

B AR AR AN IR A AR WA AR R A 3 A A P
. REHIRFEEDA SRR, TEHTIE
YEF, P 7 i 32 B M M 33,
Bl AR LR I E IR . Péron®(2017)i it
RIL DN BN ERVETI TR I FE (Phelipanche ramosa)
MNTE SR RE 2> AL, I TE IR
PEE I SUT /L B 77 AR I S A E TR B

MY AL E R RAFREFEREZ .
AR FTUE R, FUEYIE LA 0 R B A B AR 3
P (arbuscular mycorrhiza){g 4854, s2mMR R SUT
FER RIS K- EE TS ORI, IR AR J B
FEALL Y BB 2, RV 45 B 1 R B il ik
% kR, R ALLE RN B ey, AR g3
AEEHEZ . £ LT RIASUTIRER, &5
THEARAEI L] . PR A TR SISUT2 1 5% B8
WHE R T RARAL LE ], (HAIES 4 155 1 XM R 1
W HAE . HENX BT B FHTE 5T R SUTHE R A [6] DL %
YRR . SWEETH A 1 540 F1 A R
HW AR K. 2R RII3540 SISWEET,
Forp 224 e B2 NS B AR BC TR ) SR AR R, B
f{IStSWEET7a. StSWEET12a 1y it I fStS-
WEET2cH 5 11 1 58 AL 75 1 3 111 2 F0 4 P 4
o AR SWEET 25 [ 1) 7 A B 5 ) BEAE 3X Fof
Az 5 & vt 21 55 ELE ] (Manck-Goétzenberger Fll
Requena 2016),

5 EHESIFEYIMIE

ARSI SO S R ) RS 1 S s B
RN EE S, JEAEAS [ 4 23 rp it i i 5 = 1 O
1. 300 mmol- L™ f{INaCIAbEE 330 d, FEAk T A 41
IR SUTERIEACE TR, Rt R, 5I1E
W IR LG, IR EGh A4 d, #5580 FEFE (Chen-
opodium quinoa)~§- W (1) FEAE 5 B 2 3 T+ 1, SPS
TETE R R . T RIEMASUT2. 23958 1 3Rt
WA REE Sy, TR T T R R AR
it R, MdSUT2.234 4 MdCIPK 137£ Ser”* 7. 5 fiff
At JF 39 9 T B % s RS P b AR ) (Ma%E
2018). NematiZ#(2018) A HL, Tl T, HFHI/

2 i Rl R 2 2 TR, 10 EL AL B T, S
SPSHFRIEAK AR R 2 T T R U A /N . E
I RNAGH ) 42 B I R PR JRE R b 170 % 3 44 Pa-
SUTH, 3350 Fe DR 1 1 My b B2 24 b e Bl A b
BT AR R R, A ORABAG 4
R RIL, FIRIERE 3 T LI IARE 5 @18 (Xue
££2016). B HiEEF(2017) K DLEEERENS 5 T UL
TrHIRFIR Z AR COTTFE R ik . HENIAE b _E T,
FERE S B AN AE Y a (i 2 8K 247
FEIEAH SN, (EL T &6 23 B AR ST 7038 Ap itk —
PEE.

6 EHRESEFR TR

BRZ R TTREZWEY h RS B, B
Hy bR T AR AE 2 R AEKFE R, BRI N
TR R, PSR R S B e
# T 0sSUTI. OsSUT2. OsSUT3. OsSUT4
MOsSUTSIZIE KT AN RERE AL BRI H0] 7 AR b
IRk Z W N, JFIEHe 1Bk = %5 T [1OsYSLIS,
OsNASTFOsNAS27% 157K F- i1 7t 5 (Chen%52018).,
BREES N T 52 5. (Phaseolus vulgaris)H 1 AR S
&, K TR B RERE A, HORERE AR A
A IR K 10%~20% . BREELESulla carnosa
Hh -t ] T R AR AR R F 1k, S BUR
A H B 2R () 5 AL BRI 12 T 1 (Farhat552016)

KEITCR MR Z WY RS &
BRI EE N (Raphanus savitus)$ITH J5, T IR
FEVE & B R E N, JHEREE T R RER R, i
TR G B 1) 751 — SR 5 — F IR [3-(3,4-dichloro-
phenyl)-1,1-dimethylurea, DCMU]J5, %51
EH R RIE I, PT84 T 2R 5
IR RIRIA, FRARAE IR A i v 1, IE BB 20 nT B
ML R R AL T R A BU(SudE2016) . BT AL
PSR SJ, WA R AU AR ik . G
Bl b P, DR AR H ) R 5 G, AR ST AR
W RE S VA B R AR

EH AT L, % K 22 BOE DR U, RN R & Bl
G R M = BN, b S s = K B
B0 2 1 S U AT A R E e RE R A S ik B T
Ty, BEmEHIRAE K .
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7 EESRXBIEE

FEFE Y R il i . fEHARE TR+
SRR ORI, SRR N RN, ToE e i
ks FEE 80 g L RERE B 923 2/
B8 dA R tH LA 4k, H v BRI 7 2 v R R (1)
TR P R ZE IR B 2K H I B ] (Hossain%52017) .
MADS#: 55 Kl K 2 AL h %, (B4 R H
RILFIGmNMHCS, J& TMADS# 3 K TAGL17E.
FR; HAEM B RIS SZ RERE 2w A, R
MR KB - X B R H =28 i 7e I, e b
B B KRG IR T

FEAE SR A ) I 57 A K B AR T A K 4 1)
BR, (EIX — 45 B IR], R S AT AT B A
P3N (Cho%%2018) . X 25 fE(Chrysanthemum
indicum)FWF7ERL H R AT RERE AL 2E, g i
T ZF R M FTH R R, HAR 3 FFAE(Sun%$2017).
X — LI AE IR | FE R (I anFCA. FPA. FVC,
CONSTANSHIGIGANTEA) ¥ 5825 1A HE 4T RERE AL 34,
FIFER AL . BRIRIA S, BERE AT Re B (Rt FT
RN RIETE S IFAC. EE 2 KRR
B FHLEEE £ R

8 EIEAXIEERET
A R KK 7 TS ATE 2

AT O A 2 b 3¢ LR 7 Wi 2 e B, 148 MADS
AP2. bZIP. WOX%&ZAFIEKIAFI R %
T REAFEAR K ZE 7 (R ) RE B SR H F 1%
S /KOT- 32 ERE I 7%, i1GmNMHCS MZmEREB156
(Huang®52016); {H A4 /b H i s K 1 2 AERH 1R/K T
SZRERERLE, IADZIPLL, 7F AN Blifi e —
A JEE B 42 1] 1) L 5 TR 2 AE (sucrose-controlled
upstream open reading frame, SC-uORF), SC-uORF
2 REREANE, BEPR 9 RERE 75 5 1) B B 1] (sucrose-
induced repression of translation, SIRT). X FRALH]
AE AR LADZIPH: 5 K F-(AbZIP1. 2. 44, 53)
ot A FE, SR 7E T AtbZIP 11 SC-uORF{IC-K
i B P AT 10N FE 2 (29-SFSVXFLxLY Y V-41)
X AZREAR K 22 AR B2, W] DAV 0 L PA) R A
W B 4% % 8% (sensor) (YamashitaZ52017). &4 —
LS T2 5 R RS ) & el 12 (R 2), JFT
REH UL A KR B, a7k 1OsDOF 11
(WuZ52018)F13% 5 1 flyMdAREB2 (Ma%52017), #5
Vs BRI Ia B I FRIASE . (H RERE AR Y 25 1
PEIEH 2 W7 7O R SO A .

9 FIFFRE

TENRED R 2 AR IR, RERE A DL &
JRE B 52 00 R ) 2B R 75 THT A SRR T B B B

R HOr SRR e e A T

Table | Some transcription factors regulated by sucrose

B 25 SZ R T i Z2E R
ZmEREB156 AP2/EREBP A VERARI HuangZ%(2016)
WOX7 WOX i kiR R & Kong##(2016)
ABA-stress-ripening (ASR) proteins i N TR A i TS Jia%%(2016)
RsMYBI MYB FiA HHERE Ai%%(2016)
ANAC032 NAC i LT R A Mahmood%(2016)
TSF1~4 MYB LA Bl R A Choi%(2017)

2 Hh oy U RERE A B A I R SR R T
Table 2 Some transcription factors involved in sucrose transportation or metabolism
AR el Tife 22 R

OsDOF11 DOF £54SUT1. SWEETI1, SWEETI4[f))82)T Wu%%(2018)
MeERF72 AP2/ERF i #ESS1 LiuZ%(2018)
MdAREB2 AREB S5 A SUTHIER RN A 301, fERik Ma%%(2017)
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5T o ABAE Ay B A R BRI B 55 T, FERE
FEAS [ 2 23 vh I A5 5 A% 388 3R A 70 38 AT, B9 8
WE SRR SAL RS . i A SN 145,
PIATEE . BIRRIBEREE 5 MIAA. ABA, &
A REGFWRETERALX, (HEY]
3B FENE I B HIME 5 2 F A Ta A WL, 154 M
WELL b ) 7 15 EIRERAE SRR AR, AR
BE— BRI . AR, R 2H S H B ST 3 I A
AN, ATREIR P Bl i AL R B S S 73 i Dy ] % b
BURBEAS 5, 4 B A 08 115 51 RS O
fifg, SCRRE 15 5 16 B L PE-1,6- B RREE 17 T 1%
WSS . XWMIER T REREE SR BRI M
& . ABAE BE & RHTF TAE RN R R PR,
VI REREAS 516 4R 12 2 3 87 KT, AR
HEYEK R E PR A IR iR S .
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The regulatory role of sucrose as a signal in plant growth and
development

SHI Yong-Chun, WANG Xu, WANG Xiao-Ran, JIN Wei-Huan, TIAN Yuan, YU Hai—Dong*
Life Science College, Henan Agricultural University, Zhengzhou 450002, China

Abstract: Sucrose is a main form of plant photosynthetic product and sugar transport. Environmental changes
affect the biosynthesis in source leaves and transport of sucrose from source to sink, which further leads to the
variation of sucrose contents in the two tissues. It acts as a signal molecule by regulating the plant hormones or
other signal pathways that finally regulate plant growth and development. Here, we summarize research pro-
gresses about sucrose signaling and regulatory mechanisms, especially the crosstalk of sucrose and plant hor-
mone signaling transductions that highlights sucrose functions as a long-distance signal to trigger whole-plant
response by sensing environmental cues. Understanding the network of sucrose signaling might provide new
insights to plant response mechanism to environment.
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