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Kefitinl

BW . EAMNEERNA TSR RN RS REER AT IBEMmE N T kU R | &#&

BEAE B0 B P A 1 15 5 K B i O B B R M — 4Rk

LR 7R 8125 N AL VR S e e A S T SRy
CAHMTZEMP L. EEKA P i d, MY
AR W R e, BUAE, GARHARAE —Fh i #E
P ICPE BT B, O8N TRR . B3 0T
VR 2R . e T AR M R B BT L R
Hanye ik, AR AE PR R BRI 2 TRl

A7 L E IR TE A B — BRAE Y 1Y
ZEEOB AR B RN ) — MR A R R AR A AR,
AT A R B ZERR i B (scion), T T AR &R BB AR FR
FAiki AR (stock).  H A& 32 (autograft) 1) 15 3 X5 >k H
[Fi] ol f) [] — HEL K, [] A 065 42 (homograft) Y 65 4 WU T
K A R R D) 0 AN R R AR, 5 PP % (heterograft) 5
AT R Bk ) A Bk 2. A 7= A IR L 22 02
SRR, SFRRIRIUAE G2 5 1645 0005 AT ARG « IR
AR EEFFLE R KB A e AR R A 7= 5
BeroR ORISR, (A 28R A G RN R
Y, FRIAE AL 5 4% — 7 53U Y AET.

IEHAE N — R R TR R G C )z T
Yy sis i | AR VG 5 B B B AL L 45 7 T
MIRIFSE. A SCIUUIEHR I T | IGHER I R B R . 1K
FEAEAR ) AL e B2 A5 (8 1 A — 2534

1 W4Tk

TR I IR IE TR 2, T LR 4% B
e SEHRSEOTIE. RO RO E OB, B

W s
(ChAis:d

PR T v USSR A S U0 B O, R4k
FEA LY T hidili ARG A B 1 E AT I 2. FEDF T I 42
KB A FEET R R R, BRI AL R B9 b Bz
FRUIRCT-T, SRJG X2, SEH R A AR & &
WRAr R N 2, Z iR B RUZ, R U R 7%t
gz, XTI f sk U, AR ARG A TE A
450 E R R R T . 4 R G RUE L
JZ S 288 T B0 0 0 2R MLl 7 R HiE SR P,

Rifi 5 Ik HE TR RN S BRI KR, O TR R B A
B, fEEGGHE LRI, AR T &R
Mg, EIEEGASURE: | BIRCEB G DL
A RIS

R T WSS SR RN B B B A0 M S N, Moore  Fll
Walker™ % Sedum telephoides Fl Solanum pennellii (1)
WA BEBRANE T IR, RGBSR IR &
22 T Ak 44 P B R 9 TR DR R A4 e ) B S R
Pyrus communis 1 Cydonia oblonga W& 4);2H 21 3L [w]
TR, 3 Cydonia oblonga A& 3
ol /),

Gebhardt 1 Goldbach!“KE Bk 25 IR 4 411 37 3k
R EAZRMRE N S AR RS A LE
AT AT WU A, SRS IR A AR R A A TR TR
R FREE P A HEUER A UESE, SRR A (R 2
ST AERE A S S . Russo A Slack UUR - A T
W4z, HENT TR AT B AR AR k.

FICRRIL: Wang Y Q. Plant grafting and its application in biological research. Chinese Sci Bull, 2011, 56, doi: 10.1007/s11434-011-4816-1
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T W 25 B B R I 2 19 7 % J& i Parkinson
Yeoman'™ & i), KeAE 930 5 25 19 D) B B 7E— k2,
SRIG TGRSR TE MS B3R 3E b 2 iR B Y 19 1E
HAEDIROC, KR SRS IR A SRR il i B
FREE A —E R E IR . AR RS R E,
ESMARMIEMIGERIEDIMA RS ME. 5EM
MR YRR IR A L, T IRE NI R R AR 2
PLii: () AR AR B2, AT DL SRS ) o AfF 5%
G & E AR, (2) AT LA 5 M ol A 455 57 5
G FRAAE, VAR 45 Pl DR 22 X B 42 Wi 3 A 5% i) A0
YEFR, WA BY T T 25 F bk a4 i)

WL R IF (Arabidopsis thaliana)VE M E Y, B
Bz N TR AL R B YRS T A
W, Pl IT I RG] TR Y st | 75515
T AR R . REPUtE . JEAEMING 0N A ST 2
Jrm Ot I A, SRR RS, Al A
FEAL R AR Sl AT IR AL . A6 Rl AL B K
AR R B 42 R 2 9 ik VO SRR G O R A
PRI & 5, HER) R PO, G
EERAE (MR 0.5 mm, M HIIT), SRS
TR, G TR EOR OR PR EE, AT
IR A A & 7. Turnbull MW Sy T 00
T IR RS, R HAERE IR I AR KA LR I
Wi, TEME S IR AR T, K2 T IR
A7 (F RS SE IO YIET, SR JE T B AR R A iR L.

TEAL T il & BT Iz, B T AR T R AR A
XM, G E. BRI A 2R, —
FONEEWAM RO . Ko 4%
ForAae 1, ez s, BRI T IR R G A A
WFFE A B R A . SRS T R IR G B R g i TR
MREBC/IN, G HEEXE BE AT HE I, (H R0 E R, IRk
5 A TR FT AR R A i B3 0 4 i F s B, AR
BB 5% 2 o MR A A ) B i 9 5 B i B A A W IR
. B4R Rhee Fl Somerville" 8L g 5748 15 il i1 F-
BRI HRAT T oI B A SIS, B E S 5=
BTG AE MR AT R R B L R 1 I A
FIVEG A 0] 445 2 U] i) B30, X T80 {5 518 = A
Yy 5tz i o A AR AR A TR AR R Y.

2 HUKHIIG R R B R

TERH AW R AR G h, BRI AT
HRREOMF, FEAHE: (1) FEENIE R R

SR BRI R R 2) MUHHLRIE; (3) EE
il A R T ) 2 5SRO 11 597 3 3 4 114,

2.1 PRAZ)E solation layer))JE K Mz £ F S akiA

[ R he A6

A R v U R B B R (UFRIRBEJZ, ne-
crotic layer) FJERL. ML+ R AR, PRS2
IE SO0 4 M Y 40 f B 5% B oA i, R 1L o A
HLFECEE R RO R 1 d, ARG AR
RAWIAE R, 164 T 0 48 A s R AR ECE Y
B0 B H A3 6 7 W RV 32 MU 1) 0 B i o A R,
AR, MR e G m b, 5k, ME
WA ZUNIE B o 2, B RS )2 B S 4R R X
BRI, SRIG MY, (A AR DA B .
W 125 )23 T R SR 2 R T PR A 1 A 20 ST 1
4 2B A R R A 2 g i s .

22 @SR

W3 2~3 d 5, WGIETH SZ AT T B ) v 2
W24, TS, A s gz i
IS VR R A L A oS v B A4 L | S 4 L o ST T R
FERAAE Y, A5 4 24N I S e 4 R 2
AT RR, 76 BETS A KA kA7 43 40T
XUT5 A 3 2 44 B ) A B AR A, T R R R RS R
— AR R IR T AL A 4 A 2 o Al
TR AE X S 3 AN T kAT A 1.

WiE LR IE K, TR IR B2 AR i X, 4R
IV A 240 [0 T8 ol B 1) 322 22, 3k ol L ) 3 22 2 AE AN
Sy S A RE R AR TE LY, BORR A R A B TR) 3% 2%
Kollmann F1 Glockmann!"*'£ #% 5. (Vicia faba)/If] H %
(Helianthus annuus)iEHH A, FIH A G fm H2E
R A B AR TS M RRE, MERR B B R RS R 32
i £ 20 L RE R ST B A RIRG A 4 i ) vk A Y e )
JHi 1) 3% 22 A7 AE . BEAT 53 2F 4 I RE 1Y) 3% 22 A I A i
[ 3% 22, oA v 1k T 240 M e v Y 2 B[R] % 22 B 2.
TE Impatiens walleriana/Impatiens olivieri IE 414
K, TR YRS AL, AR MRE 2 2 %
SRR % 22, TE RS RIRETS, HEAE RS A 40 A ]
YA L] 34 2 v 2 i R) 3 22 ) el g v B TR AR A
M2 TG B, R I U ) A A B — S —
LA, 4R 3T A Y 4 I 22 G AN e 3 TR A DL S
B, TREXT IR R A ot — 2 R E R B R EAE Y
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Wang &3, 7E Vicia faba/Helianthus tuberosus A3
IR A b, HeBEFNAG A 22 18] AT B3 19 i 18] 3%
228 1, W3 RTT Z 1) AT 1) B PR ) i

2.3 BUEZRUNIBS A 45 AR R 1K

T HE RIS R 445 AN 09 T8 B2 2% RN M I 2
KBRS, R AR RS, 5%
J& 3 d T DAAE A Al 48U SR 2R T Ak,
XL A A R AR S IR ARAS I, — i Bk 422 T
A VA A5 2 2 200 M A A A R ] L A R 4 i
SRR, e ALRT, X SEi i — AN A7 4 2407190,
Bi . (Pisum sativum L)W ARIGHEESS 4 d, HEREAIGG
ARAHAL SRS T, BIER 7 d, AT
) 742 4 TR R A 4 4 SR A 5 A A ). e A
T HURER I (Nicandra physaloides) ) EIEZEEE H IR IG
Hrp, BIE 5 d, tRE R 3] A 405 K i AR 1 B
.12, Monzer Fl Kollmann®' &4 2 Fhit ) & 5> 1
BEME IS AN, #iE T Lophophora williamsiil
Trichocereus spachianus W& 40 A H G H: XU & s &
o B AL

e 4 T AL 1) 7 475 2L 2 4 R R RE AT R A 43 Ak R
o R, AEAEEMAT — B, LUE S 1
AR U202 i G [ RIS 4 d, SEREAG R
WAL R T T, RIS 8 d, Mg EE
PR ARG A A4S SR A 050 B BARY . 7€ Cucumis
sativus/Cucurbita ficifolia 4G, TEFE AN
BB B RIS 7 d W8S, 7E Cucumis sa-
tivus/ Cucurbita ficifolia F Rl G 3P, HEREAIRE AR Z [8]
B @ A A B BB KT Cucumis 5% Cucurbita ) H
Wi FEAREBERERS D, & U EREK
ARG S 5 d, IRERIK/TE i (Lycopersicon esculen-
)PP IS 7 d, W1 DAL 81 % FE R RN Al A 1)
A R AT PO A AR A H 2SR R, (A
AR, AT AT ARG A A o DA IX 1), A
ST A A PRI, ) H SRS TS A S
RUGAR. PIRNRAS h, P SR AR S WAT X R, K
XS 20 A A s, AT DL A R O A R ) H % [R] Y
ol i) i 4 22,

Bifl 5 A 5 A T A A0 ) B R 0 i — 2 44k,
TE B Z A2 e B R0 R 2O e BB
KEEA BB Z E R . TERAREY) T, EZE
AR 2~3 BRI . G mANE 2 W 531+
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SYEEL A LI B 2 R ALY, DL
FERVEE A, PRUEIR 3R XUTT 2 8] (4 1) ot 28 46 e 65 19
38 TG RH b A7 f5 4% T AT R B IE B AR R i
11 R B S8 B bR a2,

Xof R 3% A SIS AR B AR I e 2 A Y
W, BRI LB IR TAIEERA R (1)
TEAERERNGE AR LS 5T U )2, (2) BB )2 w1
WERELN L 3 2O A2, 3) TER iU R
X3, oAl A AR Ay R 3, LA B
DUERIG T, JE UK BTER B B B4, (4) TEIg T
EOR > G 4y Z [ A OB 2, Hoar 2474
W2 RGO YR A L. Rl W, BARE
B e R I H2 1H B aok AR R R IR R AR —
OO M RS — B, RO R R IR
T T A AR A BROE Y, DT A dk 422 S RTL R
WFFRTTRE T — 55012,

I T 5 15 A2t . A5 . AR A
A A S R 2R R S . 354 DR 3% 02 5 T S R Y o
HZ. —BORJE, SRR FCRBIR, &K
RS, 2, HER G R, AN E
MY G, R 0 FE A RN A ] A 448 SR
BITE B2 A e B AR AT AR R Ak A PR, (ELO A i
Je 1 R TG T 2 T 3t 2k Th AR A BN 2 0T B 0
BEAREMBEERNE. Gur % AN*EWF 5 Pyrus
communis/Cydonia oblonga IGIHEM G0 KB, B
RET, Cydonia oblonga F = —Fh S &, 1M
Pyrus communis 774 —FPB- i FHT . TEBRIEARIAL,
B-Jit T TE B UH BB AOAE T, 20 = A A sy &
B, A FEUGERRSET.

3 KRR R b £ i e F O R AR
175k

3.1 WSk

Roberts 1 Brown™ & i, i i K I i 42 45 A3
FIHLEK3E FE (tensile strength) 5 153 T I A5G 22, Ok
W9 I B 1T 1Y) 7 2k RN N e 2 2R bR L Pr ok o
J ) By 24 5 2 (breaking weight)F67n, HIZE— 38 4Y
ar b, MR SR RS G AL W S T ity B
W7 24 7 5k (g )/ B A7 42 1 1B (mm). ISR 45 SRR
FEIRARTE Bt FE b, IR 45 A 3 b ol o B 1 AR b
Al ark 3 AR BE. LISERIY Sedum telephioids [ 1K1
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BMASSE RN Sedum telephioids/Solanum pennellii it
Zlgi A (1) BRI 1~3 d, PUokss B nE
R R BAR, FMMHEAE 5AEMEA A 8K
WA E | g/mm?; (2) PUiksRERFE TS, Bk Ak
BEMPUKR R AR RS 3~11 d FREE K, Prokom
JE 3 ST — A 28 £, Wi E A 56 g/mm’. i
B A BAERREE 2~5 d 5, GHEmMPUsk R B Rk
Pl RME, Wi ERE N 12 g/mm®; 3) FEMHEHEH
Pk i B T AR, WA E S R I A R AE AL
MARE MM A A 5 KIFhR, PUokam ez F o
PUOK O FE 78k 5 I 45 G AR 4 215 L Al 2= A8 4k
SEAHOCHY. BRI, XA AT DU SR A I I H2 AR 1 B
S Ak 5 AR I i A 2 A

3.2 HiPHAALIE 72

Yang % NPT T 2R FE TR A ARG 5 R 3R
TR 3 4 6 W0 (Amaranthus  tricolor)! 35 i K 225
AR BH(EAE L. RAFAISE LRI, GHES A ERH
PR AL SR AT SR, BEE 2-3 d,
F T P 25 )2 B8 R R, rL BRAERE ST . TR
R EA G, BHEE 3~8 d, BEAEmOHZUN
FEA | T 2 B S A R A A A A 1 vk A i ) 3%
L WTE N, IGERES A R B B T N . E R
R AR A /I B, A S T, JFRE
FIEIERIKE. AR RIS, HTREZE
FRELAAAE, B 550G AR 4 B ) ASTE Bk A Jf ) 3% 22,
U7 A58 R Z R WA A SRR B, 45 & 38 e fH
HEAWKE, BT EA T IS, 8 B A
W, AT DAY i b 2 R 1) T2 B sk R R0 9000 46 22 1) 2
PSR E R, XA 7 AT AE ] — I e m bk L i 2k
Wz, UCEWr AL S, AR SR AR .

3.3 Lyflleik

M) 7K 5% (hydraulic conductance, L)/ Bt T 1%
FEREMRE I FK A3 B OSCIR 2, Lo 1040 52t 7T
A5 I 6 422 A Bk A % 7 a2 72 P®). Ferndndez-Garcfa %
NP5 T el AR AR R S 4, 8, 12, 15 d Y
LofH. LofHTEGHEIG 4 d BE A%, HE 2 HERm,
16 12~15 d kBN A, ALk, G 154,
TE G4 A (graft union)WLEE F1) 34 22 2 BRI ARG AC A AR
JEHB AT . Lo (EBUE M AR B T IR SRR AR A TR Y
KB

4 WEAE RS/ E R EE s R

4.1 FIHG AR ERII A N Pt fi

T2 308 T A R TR ) A 4 RO I IR 2 R I
BHAAERFHN—TEEREDD. R EELA A A
INRIMAELS ) b, AR, T 4 e
THPAT AR RE, TS A R ) B . X
Pl A A2 Xl Y, MAEAEREIRE A, B8 AL A H)
R, el b, W R Fa ) o iz fa 50 5
R e 1% 2 T ALh A A 4 2 1Y) R B R N 5 D) g

Parkinson 25 AP7E B AL B , HIRIR E
A8 T AR AR B~ T k2 T Ah S JB - A 1) i )
fig, RIAEERM AR ARG, 2ok
A ARG 7K 43 B Ak A S 5 2 58, (AR R A 3 i/
BRI A A, PR R I BBk 7, 18R i35
A AN 235 TR TR J 2 T b AR Joi 38 1 5 E T A K.

TSP TR A8 R Aw 10 B9 [ A 4 i 4 56 2 2 XL
7B e B A E B L. De Stigter®'R FH C ARic iy
CO,, WHFRIRMLIITE Silene armeria FIAARIESE B i
T, RGBSR 7 d R, Ry LLA R — T
FASN—T, B 16 d kB s Sl R, EiKiE
frh, [RlA A A R 32 VR G R AT Y. Rachow-
Brandt 1 Kollmann P27 35 F1 i) % i/ T 4% 205 1 40
A EB, TERIERERT 5 d, BT 2Z 10 A R
P i AR EE S, AU D1 A TR A B 2 7 8 i B 240
ARG, C bRiCAY R 8 B R A AR A A
AW FAEGRG 5~7 d TG, BEE EEEEGEA
FA) A0 A R L S, ) A e R B 2 G
Ui W [) A6 %) B i 28 o A 000 B PR R AT . A IR
IR 9 RKiBEIE . T 2EHAE s ZER,
AR 80% M R4k B H: s ARG A, T AE R B
g B 60% 0 AL ik AR A. 7EAR 58408
W Vicia fabalHelianthus annuus A G, RE
FEZ AR FNAL A (8] g 57 7 80 KA, H A4k ) D 422 7
M A i S AR D, TR 11 d U 2% A4,
T [ 037E # G R ) H 28 3 AR I 42 v 0 43 511 5A 2] 40%
1 30%. 241G [FALY) 0 e K e iz R ] AR T 3L
20 4 . Kollmann Fl Glockmann™%& 31, & BFIK 5
HE R A R 1) H 5 B ] 0 A i 0 FL P, 0 L AR 1S
BerE, XPTREAEREAVEREE B 5ACERIMEA ¢, FEAE
Mg A, WA A 23 G R i 1 32
FL. Wang F Kollmann"'JH] "C #tric Y RERE, E AN
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[vi) 5 A 25 Btk 2 4 A A6 A [A) % 8 B B0 1 ) Ak 4 i
oL, fERMMEGEAGGES 3 4 HAMRDED
Fric BEpE Bz B KR, X AT B 238 o R
LA MIME 22z . 3R 5~7 d, TR
B 09T B, R Ak s i v 28 I B 48 5. 6 R SR RN B2
WA, W TGS A BB A 07 ) B R L,
FIT LA () 4k 9 iy S 2 — T ARAIR, R 2 ik B 4 7
AL,

6(5)CF (carboxyfluorescein) & — i F A4 07 8 fiy
SRR, Ho Sk 4 AR A 4 — R R DA UR 2 2
TEDOEBMEE T, 6(5)CF K #4075, 25 ki,
Schoning 1 Kollmann®*=R ] CE#r S 7 i, it T &
Tt R H ZE AR B A 25 B I A0 1) R Y
Uife. CF # 45 ki, CF % e A Bz ik v
AT,

Tiedemann F1 Carstens-Behrens™ R4 Cucumis
sativus ($%548)/Cucurbita ficifolia 5§ Cucurbita maxima
(BEA)GHG 5~7 R T4 W, N SDS-PAGE Hi ik
D7 R A U A R AR BT B, R HE AR I T A
WO OB RUAH LU, BIH Cucumis HAEH R 4L
AR T 2/ 4 SREA A X A Bea m,
MHAF& FF, MIET Cucurbita i AR,
{45 Cucurbita PP1 Fl PP2 2 [ 1) 5147 . Golecki 55
NPV — 2 (A5 R W, Cucumis sativus 1 A1,
G438 Cucurbita ik 9~11d J5, £/ 9 FiHEEN
ARG ARSE AR, LB, I AL i ) R R
H#E, ARG N R A DS . 1
Cucumis sativus FERE TR ANE] Cucurbita fii K PP1
1 PP2 H 1A mRNA, Wiz DL RS 1.
A Cucumis sativus ¥ 1) Cucurbita maxima PP1 25 [
FE LT AN R A 0 43 AR o B

4.2 PRI SR RN BE B 15 5 14

I ZE AR A | e o DRI e B 3 A AR R R 427
RS AR AT Iz, T LA B B B B4 e (5 5
AR [ K B A 3 RNVE AR A . I R G R TS A
PRI B (5 S B i A T i 2 —.

(1) RNA 38 ) B SR AE A o iR b i K R B A i
VAR SR OB ST R B, F-88 RNA 23 F1E RAE4i i H 2
(non-cell-autonomous) {5 5 43, #E47 i [A] S K B
B EEH MR ENET XS S5 R N, A
Py 1 H 1) 322 22 4L T 2R 1 B RNA-BR AR SRR
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MR iz iE, A RGN Z R LB 38, 2
E4n il A 4 B H A RNA-SE AR SR K g iz
4288 Xoconostle-Céazares 28 AP Cucumis sa-
tivus G Cucurbita maxima b, R P R TS
W, AT N, NESARS CmPPI6mRNA W] L)
i O I T s B R AR T H IR YR . Ruiz-
Medrano 45 AN UOF 55 — A 22 LG SR g B 41 A
P (Cucurbita maxima)l B JTAE IR R G, fHR
i RT-PCR iR, & CmNACP mRNA 2 £ fh
S ) (ranscrips) F P & 2Rl AR 28 i ) B TR B
JREREAY Y 2 4HE. CmNACP J& T NAC EHFE,
ARG — 2 0 2 5 Wi s A HAM R T . xSk
ESE, FYAR T B R E mRNA [0 £ T2, Kim
S5 NPIEFSE T 5t BUEF (mouse ears, Me)RAEMK, %
RAGKEREOAREHTEN LeTo 5 PEP WIRLEG.
PEP-LeT6 FiliG B %% s 77 Wy i) 238 T B0k il = A4
B R AR . K IE R 25 b e N AR IR 5] Me 22
ARG b, fEERE LA R & B R R R A i
i J5 7 PCR R TEHEREZE T A i 1) Me fR)%% 5577
Y. ZEBAEE, PR NEBEEEMN mRNAs
(regulatory mRNAs)AJ DL i3 1 2 iz i 42 il A 0 1)
JEA. B8 % (Solanum tuberosum subsp. Andigena)Ht)
BELI1-like #% 5% K ¥ (transcription factors) StBELS5 iffi
HEMATEGARWEER, 25 08502 WE
B LI R, StBELS WG 56 = W AE e T3 F2 3
Y, B IE A G S i 2 YO R —— )
BN TR, LRPFR RV, FERN mRNA 5T
AT LL3E o8 59) R 0 7 AR 0 A 9 A IR S 0 e, R R
M RRESE, HEAYNAERNAT.

IR KB, /V53F RNA (small regulatory RNAs)
S H5REBERR, EMY LIS A MicroRNAs
(miRNAs)FIHT 21~24 DR K (siIRNA) P,
FEIRE T 2 5 R R R 0 7 JH 71, Pant 46 A1
BRI, $it Rk miR399 MYAEMRAE A H A Ik 42 ) B 2
B A B, miR399 1] DL H Z8un 5 sh RIAR IS, 6%
& phytochrome B (PHYB)#1 BEL5 &£ 15 5 £ 55k
AR OEIE S, miR172 B 5 XA LB . &
PRI H BB R 4T, SR EIRN miR172
ACF & T K H IS S, EUEHE 2R DR IE
B K 358::miR172 FEFEIG 35 B B A BUGG K (35S
miR172/WT), HZERIE S8l 5 35S::miR172/35S::
miR172 % HE—FE, YRR, UL miR172 X H 2508 i
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AR HEAE AT DLl o i e A A8 . [z, DAEF A 7
FHERE | 358::miR172 AR MG (WT/358::miR172)
t, HRBERIT WT/WT GHERIE, 4875 miR172
TE IR HE AR A A8 43 1) 68 2 328 % R 2501 B i) 412 24
A miRNAs B T2 5H4 1 8 K A9 A B
AN, WL, AW AR A W38 B8 4 1F 5 ke K
miRNAs [k fian, e Ir e wied = ST,
%5 miR156, miR399, miR778, miR827 1 miR2111
FIF AW SR IR AR LR, miR395 FEH)
KeEBNFLER. FE henl-1 RAEVRH, sSRNA A9 H 34k
(methylation) % BHA%, SEJLF miRNAs AJ/KF g &
/. Buhtz % A SDELBF A R R TR MRS
henl-1 RAKIEATIRIE, b RR A K AE AR AN 4%
F, &P miR395 [ B A= AU b A i 4] i i s &
henl-1 AR, VL henl-1 VFM3ERE . BFARIVE LA,
MR REMEL ] miR395 [ Al A% ATERE. IRIETH R
W], miR395 Wy¥%iz ef Iy Mk, Hikiz Iy m
2R EARES. miR171 AR TE I 422 R B Az R0 R0 A5 I
B, PRI RS AR RER AL A AN 2], 5 HORRE S
1) R B

(i) FoEAEEY RS EE. &%
F ) 18 57 L R T o oA sl W W S ML R A7 I
SR Z W RGN FE BAE5 A LL A 52 #8867
1R38h EARAZ AL, 51 32 05175 T 1 & 1 0 5
(proteinse inhibitors, PIs)fZ%ik. X R {554 i 2 M
18 NEILRA LA Z IR, FRN R G EK (systemin). R
Ge ok H T H 200 M E LR M AT EA—TRT R A &R
(prosystemin)*!. McGurl %8 APYVE R, 7EFFIAT R 4%
R SLDURE PR 0 i e R IR B IR R T AN T,
MrEAE R RN, —F AEZHGNEE T £
ik K ARRE R AR R N T, BRIERI KRBT RS
RIFE I A L, 5 R MAE A b ek £

KR IR R AR L 24 ST B AR 5 B
ARG RN N 332 115 5 (mobile wound signal) iy
fEH.

RSP, WNE SRS BIES B WK
WY NTE ARG S W ILEER. iR 22
S A LR E, i RMES R, KRR
(florigen) ) RGE M55, HiFFETmITL. XS
M AL 9T 2 W, FLOWERING LOCUS T (FT)fE5i7%
S K H M (long-day) Fl1%5 H B (short-day )48 9 7 #£ 5.
Cucurbita moschata J& TG H BEAEY). Fpla) x5 5056
FW, ARG S T LULNE LR Cuburbita
maxima h AL 3B B BB 204 T 4 K C. moschata
pelih. R C o maxima BEAR TR, K
ANB FT WS-8, T8 W 247 7E % Cm-FTL1 Fl
Cm-FTL2 5 . %L R, & i FT & A nEE
FT mRNA)S 5 8Em, 47 T KREEHEEDY. B
FEK H BiBEF 4N, FLOWERING LOCUS (FT)
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