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[ B2 e k2, 651100049

HEHORAE R, AR 57 BT B R RS R BT L, B 57100083

TE: IR KA AR RIEAER S0 O RIS T FUAL. YR AW LR EHM A ZAGERBN
aidA2, Hlde, BAKESER-T R R AZEOG LERGE, (8% A0 0 APk B A TR, ARAGE AL A
Tk, Hufe 52 RaadhBANE —RAENFFH. LFR ARG ETALEEDBHALAIRFE TS
WAARBIFT T2k, AXGEATHOREFT AN F LGS TISH, T RROGAR T QRATT REZ.
KRR ) 025 AWM A A BT AR R RS A

EWEAK R E R R, 22 2Lk
Y B RS | B, O KREM R
B, 1 EURE I 22 B S 5 P 5t ] DA S R A T
oIR8 PR A P 1) 187 5 977 48 (Hlilleary A1 Gilroy 2018;
Wasternack 2019), MIfi#& B 1 EAFRE ). H
TR T A T A 1) O7 Aok 454, A
T A% 1 Ak S TP A i ol e ) A A 1 T
(Lup2016).

T 52 245403 i THI I £ 2 o i P S 2H 21
L R R T AN BT LS AR S R G
W7 (Hilleary fl1Gilroy 2018), [K A& 3245 A KT
WAE IR, BB 1R AL 5] k4 B Sk AR
M BB IE R4S RGN E L, (H7 055
A 0 R ) P AR X — 1) /AT 5 = 2R G P (R
X 3K — 1] R PR AR o Sy Al A = ST B B it
T8 F1EM o ARSI AR T R A 11
S 5 1P 5 EL Ak, = AU bT 10 S S5 e b
VI 2y FHLH . R, X 4 F AR 5 A
I FUAFAE ) ) LA KA Ja B 9807 [ HEAT 1 1
A FIE

1 EYHBEERR

FEL ) 5 4E (plant regeneration) & Al ¥ %} 52 45
g5k B e 2 808 AR S A2 (Tkeuchi 552016,
Sugimoto&52011). = 5 HE P 1 - A e 28 ] AR B
R 56 B T RE PR ) 2 R ERSZ AR ER AL B (X
FlHuang 2014), fRMpAz = A (374 5 5 42 5t A2 75

A A 38 R B S o S8 R R (1) 3 R DA
T I A% SR R AR B A A VS A A SR BN, R T
DLE B AE A B A AN 5 iR EAN 5E 2, 5 2 )
e BAE — 8 2% T A5 A 248 B B 43 4k [ 21 4k 2
R BT 2% B 1 28 Bl (Duclercq%52011; Fehér
2015); HZUE SN2 T8 B r) 4 252 40 5 2k
JRAARAS B A2 . MR DS X Sk U1 3 f5 mT LA
FRAR OB AR 2, g daead 72 b 25 1 4 11 m] BAAR
REAEEAH P THEYEAHLREE R
(Feldman 1976; Sena%$2009).
YDA A D EE S 5. HR LA
NI AL 1554 Fe MBI e . o
W HMKFAESREAREE, KA
1 B A 75 T 1) 40 3 % A2 (Sun®§2016) . 455 11
BV IEAE T R R AR R — Se ) B AL S P
EX LGS T, MYBEE R H )
4 f) L 2K & (SuM1Zhang 2014). 3% 2 A #2 4
RATAT 2 Y€ A0l o ie B AR I G B L I, DAE 3¢
IRl ¥ RN -9 =, SRR 1~ Fn % 56 DR 740 B0
PRI 2, 0400 7 2 4 B B 4H 4 AR A DL Je
KA 55, AT 58 BB ) P A 1 I 2

ks 2019-11-28  f&=E  2020-03-07
#ER R EE LS REE A (2018M632179H12019M660506)
#o IFFIE—EH.
*  JEEDEWAE S WA (yujie@cemps.ac.cn). 5K 5T
(gfzhang2019@sibs.ac.cn).
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2 tOES

5 G 5 72 8 sk i AR 1 A rp i) 5 — T
Y% F - (Chen®52016) . FEWIZE B 155 IR 1
BV AT 555, (23E T U I 20 1 i ds %%
. CAMERER T iE 2 KT 05 5 1Kt
VBT . A5 VAT LA RS AR A 4 B PR3 (Vim) A2 4k
0 B TR BB B 5 i P & (reactive oxygen species,
ROS)EK, ARKFI R LI /KGRI
AR E KME _EF(Wasternack 2019). [A]1fijixX 4
/D A (kMR R =il S Ti PO R ERER s i
TR U R DR e S K, SRR JR R S AR
— G P A A R R i I e R 453 4% (0 3 FE T DA
13 5 5 73 9w (Hilleary M Gilroy 2018): 55—
1 DS S 5 U N IT a7 28, JFEREY)
PP AL R, T S — SR AR RO R B,
LA VMR, PR T IR . ROSIKEER)

A, BB R DRFI R . LM AR I
VI ETT B AN A5 5 8 s, B nE
FRED 5 R S BB A RL(E L) .
2.1 F—EHOES

W OESERE V. 855 7. ROSE,
FURF RUR I 77 ARG 3R 1R T B AL, WS 5 1E
) o B A 4 36K 3 T 14540 m-s™ (WildonZ%1992),
5 81 5 i 4k A (hydrogen peroxide, H,0,)# %
R84 T 145396. 1 400 umes™ (Evans®52016;
Mittlerf1Blumwald 2015). 55— 4% F115 5 1] g
J2 T 85 B A7 R 21 23 2K T 40 PR e e M, A
A5 SZ A5 200 M 1 L PN 5 A N P ) B, AT e
TSl S R I R P (S TR B AN Gy, i — PR
i) 1 200 PRS- 5% 2K 8 Pl IE IR A, Bk T B R
P A P A A S TR P Bl o T 3R A S T
TEIEHNHIFGACL Je & B 1 B S T 7]

B LRSS

K1 0 O 5 Rk 56 R =
Fig.1 Diagram of wound signaling cascade and propagation after injury
RV S HURAR A J5 LAES 5 f 34 (Vm) . 3% PEE(ROS) 588 T-(Ca™ ) AR I A — 0 145 5 6 45 10 & Bl 1 Az, R T % DA T
FRJA). ZJEEL) FORBK(Pep) AT I HE 45 1145 5 7645 1 B (¥ 4 K (Hander%52019) . P15 FUE 5 23 il Ja TR il 5 508 B2 O
P W R 2L, S HUR S . 55— VS S R I AL U(H,0,) . Ca™ DA 3 1o B S R 2 AL 41, 51 S AR DRl B [ i 3
i (Evans®52016; MittlerflIBlumwald 2015). K2 {5 54> T OPDA (cis-12-oxo-phytodienoic acid) & FLATAEYw] LA 25 4% 10 o7 B A Bh 2
A2 HIRR I 5 TALS 5 845 LASE AR 4 10 17 18 S5 ¥ (Schulze%52019) o
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NADPH4 L (NADPH oxidase, NOX)#I il 513
O 1) B A B A ] AR PR S AR A, SR A NOX
fKIrbohD rbohF ¥.5878 [ — 3 ¥ AR AL M 44 S B
HAH ] B 31 % (Marhavy452019) .

BB E T AR A 7 B A sl LA A
2 sE?ﬂEﬁE‘H%LTLKYﬁD 2 min/5 & 57 2R €
REZB AL . AR — e R AT
%@?\Eﬁ%ﬁ{&&ﬁhﬂﬁamwﬁ (GLUTAMATE
RECEPTOR-LIKE)& H, glr3.3/glr3. 6 U5 AF k1Y
5l TR RS SRS e D WA N s VA
BERRIEZ M, AR S ER 2N
FALLEI L 5 (Toyotad52018) . [k | HHAT KER 15 5
HHUE T 1A, 5B R ELE N A
S AR AT DB A B AR IR ES . B
B AR FIMC4 (metacaspase 4) B 451477 )= il
Jo A5 5 - R B T v T L A% i A TR 1, JE e Rl AL
T B 50 Y B L UK IR (elicitor peptide) fif ¢
B, FE4 )5 T A8 AL 1K) 32 AR PEPRs (elicitor peptide
repectors) 1R 51| FF 5 5 181 )2 M (Handerd52019)

PR e S A% 1 FIROS 1] B S i T 52 493 2 i ot
JEE b RINOX A 4 i [A] Bt v (1) % 28 Ak 30 L 1
ROSAE 248 B R AU I 81 =4 2 —, HAERIR FE
TNHRBMES S TIER, Z25RNMOE S
FIFAE 40 M A s i AR AR R L — K
DUV 5| RS 20 L P 45 ) P o ) AR A A A B L R A A
28 A 1T NAR I3 ) (Tsukagoshi%$2010) . 7E 1E
WA T, RIS AR ROSE I A
2 (superoxide anion, O; )5 H,0,# 17 A JL [F] 4k
FE T2 05> 24 5 4346 (TsukagoshiZ£2010; ZengZs
2017). M 2 RO BRAE 2% B A Sk A A2 it
FE A AT BE AN 75 L L ROS 4R 57 14 40 A7 K PR i
2 {0 7738 1R A, ROSX TN Ve Lk AT P800 vl e

1 I H,O, 1) i P S 1

(glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenases)i 5L
PR, Ho A a5 i B DY) AR it R i
(AT i Tk UL 3 - 1 (phosphoinositide 3-kinase,
PI3K){5 538 4 15 5 (Guo%2012)., AN, 55T
I R B 1 A # T NADPH S AL B = A2 ) ROS
(Evans®$2016), 15 58— 41 S 5 10 % K4
ZIAAFE R VINAZ H.

22 ETRHBOBES

TR AT AT AR A I B 1 5 5 il
TF A AH AT 5 30 6 S A - 38 % () 1) 58 L, R 5 —
B FUE 5 B 51k 0 AR B A A R b gk — 2D
HIP e — LG 2R S B, 2 it P S 1)
PR R OB R — e R S, B,
XF T4 B A - B AT DA 55 47 1 A N SRR R
(jasmonic acid, JA)5 2.0 1 7= 4 (Marhavy%$2019;
Yan%$2018),

JAR B RERIT LGN KF 2R, O
V2 ARTE RS PO A% 1, FEE i AR RT AR OPDA
(cis-12-oxo-phytodienoic acid): i 255 5 21 4 52 51
AR B AL, P AR O B AR e v I B TA RO
1977 4560 355 PR F %6 7% (Schulze252019) .

MY AR SZ AR, O FIAVL (JAS-
MONATE-ASSOCIATED VQ MOTIF GENE 1)i#
i 5JAZ8 (JASMONATE-ZIM-DOMAIN PRO-
TEIN 8)LL JxWRKY51 (ARABIDOPSIS THALI-
ANA WRKY DNA-BINDING PROTEIN 51)JE %
JAV1-JAZ8-WRKYS51 (JIW)E & RIMHITA A i
K ) 2% Y2055, 05 8 Tk BEER Y, £
A5 R RS B 1 IR HTAV LSS & T BERR AL
JAVL, IWSE GRS, JAG BUEEFILOX2 (LIPOX-
YGENASE 2)% e I ER, SRF R K ER RN
T M) S AE ) 453495 (Yan552018)

PEAM 1175 5 1) — E AL B AR BETA & B 5%
HKLOX2. AOS (ALLENE OXIDE SYNTHASE)H
OPR3 (OXOPHYTODIENOATE-REDUCTASE 3)[f]
221X (Grun%$2006)

CITAE IR AEK A B E SRR —,
[F) A AT ARG i B8 A% o BT 8 R I 20 A BRAH 26
FE[KACS2 (I-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylic acid
synthase2). ACS6. ACS7};ACSSTERFE I 8544
A 524530 min P PE i Rk (Artecafll Arteca
1999; Kato%52000). [A]I}, 455 1 A] DA IE EGE (2 40
o 2R ER B MPK. (mitogen-activated pro-
tein kinase)FH185 2 k4 14 5 P EFCPK (calcium-
dependent protein kinases)# & (Boudsocqf1Sheen
2013; Seo%:1995; ZhangF1Klessig 1998). LU
Frr, 455 3@ I MPK3/6 EiHACS2/6/7/811 235 LA
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I CPK5/6 FHACS2/6/SH 1A A iEES 50
73 LKA R(Li%E2018) .

3 0ESSEMBEENXR

3.1 tOESREFERMNELEE

MR8 B Sk R AR LA A W40 7 I (A rabi-
dopsis thaliana) BRI ISk 73 AE AN T8 HR R RIE 7 8
NEG(Xu 2018). FRHET NG, 45 H RIS
SR AR AR AR N, IX S e
Pty i o = i ol A S VIRZ S = &
MWK B, KA AR N DS SR A MR
MK IR 32405 R, FEA AL T B <Ry dr IR
A, BPAK A s g B 2R K AS4 1 (ANTHRANI-
LATE SYNTHASE ALPHA SUBUNIT 1)¥i4:4£4E 1
Y [ AL 2 HESDGS (SET DOMAIN GROUP
8) 1 T 41 A H3 5 3647 M 2 R 1) = W JE Ak
(H3K36me3) &M, 324510 minpy, B4
IR R R PR K, H7E2 h 4 32 4ACOI1 (COR-
ON-ATINE INSENSITIVE 1)#t55 #4% AP2/ERF 5
R R 3L RIERF109 (ETHYLENE RESPONSE
FACTOR 109))315, 4k ifij # 5% K7 ERF109 4 [F]
H3K36me3 B i IR B ASAI RIS . BRI ZEH]
FEHEAREMEmIHEFE T OE SRS,
Gl BRI B KR A R, TR T A ER
PN A (FE2-A). BeAbh, 15 155 1 IER G P
MY HAN R EE . 252 h5, ERFI109
(13 SR KPS TR R &R [l BUA R 17K, B3R
IR IR I AN E MR R B AR 8 0 IRk F, X 15 )
ERF109/Y) B RETE F A L2 vp 75 B, 3k — 2510
SIS CUIE B TASS 538 26 1) 11 R 4% R TAZ (JASMO-
NATE-ZIM-DOMAIN) & H 5 % H [ TAZ5/8/934) vf
H5ERF109 & 4= B ¥ BAE MM AE 8 /KPR
ERF 1095 - Ji5 2 F A B B R AN R 520, AT £
R AN S AR 1) Mk & A (Zhang552019)

153 10 51 R A BRI P IR A K 21 A PRI 41 A
32 i 040 TR Bl 1 AR 8 e A e b, S SR
kAR Ak P AR U B 4 A AT dH M A ds R AR, KR
A RWOX11 (WUSCHEL-RELATED HOMEOBOX
IDFRC ARG G400 LBD16 (LATERAL ORGAN
BOUNDARIES-DOMAIN)FIWOXS5/745c. AR J§i 5

4 g (Hufl1Xu 2016; Sheng%:2017). BiJo, f#EAE
HRAR A T HH A A (1) 3 2 7 ZENACT (petunia
NAM, Arabidopsis ATAF1. ATAF2HICUC2) ;¢ H
[ i R R AR T g, NACTI I 5245 L 2,
L B 5 18, e n] LA 45 R A — 28 g B 2R 1 I
BN CEPIRIE, MR &N, it
ANTE R TI HH H Fr (Chen%52016).

PSR AR A R A E AR AR I
BRERZ —, (HAEFEE Y E RGN, A e
BT . miRISOIENFRE MM K E TR
PG EEAE R, 501 T 93 2 BAE B 1 40(Xu
£52016; Yef52020b). MM FLEM, 15 HE S
SRR E T FERE T AERMEA . Sy
BT, 4 AGE S S — RV AP2/ERFE 5K+
BRI RIS, H R AR R G SOE R, (24 2R
S FE . HTEFZ I, miR1S6MHE 25 5 Al
FSPL2/10/11 (SQUAMOSA PROMOTER BIND-
ING PROTEIN-LIKE)if i) B #:45 & /£ AP2/ERF#%
KR F B 7 B R IK, BAS H i S
AR B SR, AT AEAS 2 AR A e 7 AR (Ye5s
2020a),

&7 (Petunia hybrida) 25 4ME AR A E R
FRVRIE 56 Fh A R A B, SRR 3% RE S AE A7 11 A PR A
R, KH R A HEFAOCHIRNATHL(PhAOC-RNAI)
T B DR R PR ZE T AR AN TE AR A AE B (Druege %2016
LischweskiZ52015). Ak, 20t A] DAL Idm v 4%
1, it in 2056 B 1 71 AV G B 15 538 2% 41 1
FUSTS, A5 AR 1 P A2 K HH B BH I B [ (Druege 55
2014). SEFIFAS 50K M 5O FIAZE A D
J e SR MY C2 ] LA 205 15 5 388 1% 1) s 3%
[A-7-EIN3 (ETHYLENE-INSENSITIVE3) H.{E(Zhu
S62011). AFEPTE G B A4 AR 35 IF, 20 FH SR
FA[ LS MM AL R ERFI. ORA59 (OCTA-
DECANOID-RESPONSIVE ARABIDOPSIS AP 2/
ERF 59)F1PDF1.2 (PLANT DEFENSIN 1.2)%5 v
R, AR R MU N 20 B R 2 AT T Ui A
DR F 1A, b VR e o ) R A 1 0 6 R ) R 0k #
UEEAEL, M\ T Rk 48 A 4 52 3 B A2 B (Lorenzo%52003;
ZhuflLee 2015), At 24 v GeAE R 73 —Fi s 1S
S ERF R ERIEEH .
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Fig.2 Wound signals contribute to regeneration and healing in injury tissues of Arabidopsis thaliana

Ar B BRI A SRR (JA) K BB R, BT N SR T 3£ IR ERF109 (ETHYLENE RESPONSE FACTOR 109)f1#35, #—
SEIEHEE KA B 5L R ASA] (ANTHRANILATE SYNTHASE ALPHA SUBUNIT D)%, 15K 2 (AA) & B 3 E M s i )45 1
ib(Zhang®52019). Bl J5, Az K ZARAE 15 1A Bl 10 73 A 98 e A1 R AE A I8 1 A8 (Liu52014), B RRIENAC (petunia NAM, Arabidopsis
ATAF1. ATAF2FICUC2)M#M R T5 H 445 1 41 2(Chen®52016).  B: Wi 845 11 (1% 5+ R F- 5 (Rl WIND T (WOUND INDUCED DEDIFFEREN-
TIATION DB S AR ESRI (ENHANCER OF SHOOT REGENERATION 1)/ 3%3%, 3 @45 AL 2B T SR J5 S 5 2 (0 T 4 (Iwase252017)
C: 130 S HITAZ 1COI1 (CORONATINE INSENSITIVE 1)-MYC2i&44 0% FIUFERFI09. ERFIISH#: 5, — 7 Hi%ES SHL
oo WEAR, A5 D S ERF LIS AT LU I 42 RBR (RETINOBLASTOMA-RELATED)FISCR (SHORT ROOT)S: - W £ LA 4l 5215 5
(Zhou%%2019). H#EZhangZ(2019). IwaseZ5(2017)F1Zhous%(2019)24 i .

32 thOESREFEFMNLEE

ANTE ZF MK R A A 8 52 0 RS A B AR ) A
H EEARASEFNERE, o7 BB
1A B B2 A AN 2 2 ) Fi ) e AL (M AR I 4 41
21 b A A E ) (XufiiHuang 2014), AP2/ERFX
Wt 5 R 3N WIND I (WOUND INDUCED DE-
DIFFERENTIATIONT) J¢ 3 [ & Kl WIND 2

WIND3. WIND4{E SR 430045 AR FIE S 77 A=
) 5455 4L 43 e s e, WINDI A v 2328 J2 LA
F T I A RE AT NI A K R AT i 23 SR 3R AR A
25 RS (Iwase552011) . - H., WIND1A] i it
4 B RSN 7 N ESRI (ENHANCER OF
SHOOT REGENERATIONI) )53 45 1 Ak s 45
YHER W)Y BRI BE J5 AN 8 2RI A, RIS WIND 1,
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A LLIEEBELARR (B-type ARABIDOPSIS RESPONSE
REGULATOR) A1 ¥:380% ESR 1 TR HEAS 58 ZE T
H(2-B) (Iwase®$2017). AN, 78 LIFLEF I+ K AR
HA SME AR BT 5 A A S A AN E R R R
o, AN NI AT AL R R VR, AT DA 2 R I A
2P A AN TE 2F (1) RE ) (Park452019) . 25 b, 1E
() 422 70 2F M Sk AR FR ep, A S 5l i ik
P2 2R TY R e 4 b i E 28 MK P AR ) A

33 hOESS5HEAEE

TG Z R LB B B2 T RS TR N
HEMBE . Blanfefol BB & Z AR %
F2, 38 I R — Py Fh BUAS [F) P ok ) A T A 2R 4
TS AR 2RISR AE — I AR e R . 3
Jiti(Lycopersicon esculentum)f] T AL EE I+ 1)
KRGS I R BN, TEIGH2~3 dJE, 23Rl
R IR EAE KRR ZE o miRk A R R
(RO, A 10 BRI 1 48 755 200 B T A6 4 i o 24, e
B2 8T e Fh ALl A 2 23S By — 38 5
PG A A — it (Flaishman®$2008; Jeffree fllYeo-
man 1983; Yin%52012). £ 57 i i EHTiE B 72
W, R B I M AE 2 TR IR, SR )5 2 el
HH A 5 S 1Y) BT B, A S R AR 2R ORI A
JR(Melnyk552015) . 7EH87 II4EE R B 11, #6758
R MAERKRIKE RRE DM, L5 HKF
F O A G R PR i e FE R B B iR RIA
(Asahina%§2011). [k, EHZUEE 585 ML
A AR AT REARAE L [F B TE S RIE TR
JE SR A R Is AL .

TEYIRRAR o AR S —Fh s A 7 B FE
FERAR M A0 AR RE, HAZ OO FAI R, ©mi T
RO A LB ROy (quiescent center, QC)A [ S8 4E &
BB (R Aa 4E B2 Bl . QCAFEBUIRIM MG T R 14T H
P, HA K v B2 tHRBR (RETINO-
BLASTOMA-RELATED)#ISCR (SCARECROW)
FAOAE4ERE . RBRAEK Z DL 40 A 5 109 55
A -F-CYCDG6; 1 i i 15 SHR-SCR F 375 11 2 il 9 4
B PR AN FR 23 2T 558 MR SR N K2 J2 A0 B2 J2= 1)
JEH. *4RBR-SCREE [ HAEH AN 5, QCA I
43 B35 1 48 B0 (Cruz-Ramirez252012, 2013). 4k,
TEQC i  MERIA W % S K WOX 5@ it 45 &

QCHH 1 IICYCD3;3 Ji3 3l IX 45| Ho A 55, 1%
XA ZRIE S o AR 2 T2 AR AE I CY CD333,
M QCHH ML ) 73 %4 (Forzani®$2014)

I FH T8 AR S AP b 9 B QC oy Sk 1A 453 495 T LA
1 S R B AR A B N T BT s e R T4 L
(van den BergZ%1995, 1997; Xu%%2016), {Eix—if
b, 1 1 R TA T LABUR ERF 151321k, sk
A 7-ERF 115 i i #5 RBR-SCR 7 1~ ¥ 4% 5 37
AR R T At . R A K R N 4E T
Y1 ff - i) B B3R (Ding M Friml 2010; Tian%
2014), A L SIAhFIEBEERF1ISIFIE, et
T4 i 7 1) 4B (2-C) (Zhou%52019) .

T IR S T BR I T LAF AR Y S8 B AR 2R
WRARBER M. WRPVIREIAS &R
I, JAZHZRCOI . #H FMYC24HR
WG ERF10911)3 15, ERF109 -5 48 K & 3L A 0%
CYCDG6; 1 /%% 5%, [AIf, ERF109 1] DL B 2 0%
ERF115(f)3%1%, CYCD6;1 FIERF 1153 i1 145 RBR-
SCR7>F M8 L BRI B (2-C)o erf109.
erfl15VL Jecoil-2 cyed6, 1 R7FARIIAR R B A g
IAEAE B BB, IeAh, BIF 5t R I 2 V) B R 2
FIERAL 5 QCHIBE B 14 i, ERFI09%7% SR IEH
i B2 BEAI, IX AT RE SAR R VI bR 5 I FAERE A
Ko I, JAG S HIEMKERRHALUEE hild
% 5 AE H (ZhouZ52019).

FEL A B R 38 1 = 9 v s 221 T W 25 45 P LA 452
A R R BAE R e R AR . SRR TR
L REEE IR L, R E LR R 2R
PR B IIA, 1R TR E 3 s
B P, WS TA)EERIERFI09. ERF115, CYCDG6;1
¥ E A A H L R E Y R S, i
GUSH A I, 154 AR L1 A BBl o 2 TA P 22 (4]
ERF109. ERFII5. CYCDG6; IFH R124esy Fif#k
ik PRI, MR IG5 b A 5 AR AR Y a
JAA 3 1) P AR Wi R AR S 2H 28 55 0t i B
[1)(ZhouZ52019). {H/Z, FIFHEOEHR: = BRQCEL
HIEARR B VIBR G H LU B I R v #0  SE 0
RS B I T 4E M S, AR S 7 g il 52 PRI B
A W ol B AR 24 B 5 A T RE A B A,
DRLEETA S 3 P 3 IR A DL P REARAE — € 22 ¢ o
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L@ TRIFE AT DA e R A% 1, AR AR T JAT
T, LIRS i R AR G I — R DR S .
LR T+ AR e DX B R PR 454 AN 5] AT AR R
B, AU R RS — B TS 5 & £ #(Marhavy
2£2019), XU Y T A R B B A
[F) {4 %S S o AR X T B 452 43 9 12 52t AN T+
T ZIF A7 30, AP X 2 B A 42 45 5
EH A AT 1R P J2 200 S i 43 287 AR %) 2 kb T
AR T 453 497 J R 5 P = ) 3 e 4 i 4 2L HEL R,
R I PR E S e ) 6 24 PR PR 25 QC 1) P 5 348 KT 9k
55, IX T 5 E MR 5PLT (PLETHORA) & H & &1
PO RE AT o LR N A0 A U U2 A b ot
SRR 40 i 1R dh o 27 5K, 9 T 3R R 4 R
V5T AR 768 /2% J7 45 41 A (LR C/epidermis initals,
LEIs), [RH 4545 J5 ¢ Bz 40 i 2 F) F LEIstH FEZ
(ARABIDOPSIS NAC DOMAIN CONTAINING
PROTEIN 9)5SMB (SOMBRERO) X [] [f] 171 J 13
AT 3 NG SRR AT 4 BB B 2 A5
HR e 41 g (Marhava52019). {EX Fii X HL4H i
B0 R G S R STk T e = Ak
HAE NS R

4 RE

S ZERHTTT, AL RB R
FIv 2 B2 R &, O D5 St iy 4
Ry REAF £ 22 B LS5 5 AR 2 18] R 3 [
Fofr o BORTIRiE MR A A 0 D5 T e dEA €
AL S 5IRRE R R 2 i A — X
RO, ALFA DA E ZHIABA 1 EIRI B AR .
7 11 ERRE AN R B A3 72 2R T ™ B, (B4
77 A2 (R W B el B R 2R T A2 B IR A K
B, W O AR T4 8 3 AR e 4 SE R T A
SEREA . X TAWOINR T HAT 5 0
T RN, (BRJIRAIR 2 A8 A AR AR
A B, Bk 7R ER, HARE R SO
A% S S P 5 5 ook 1 2R, AR I
T i AR ) P AR 1R 2 TR ) S 5 e S B 2 (]
SAFAEERE RIS ELAE 2 R4 THDS LB A4 R0 5
U R K453 0 R I P2 SR A TR LA [ 2

TP B0 A5 5 5 3 2 W X%, ff b

15 EE S A2 2R P A AR R R 2%, BT
AT B Y A Y R, RAA
AR SR bSO R ) AR BOR RE S v 2 AR
YIRS . DRAP AT WAL RV AE = DL R AROR PR

R EEN LIRS
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Research progresses on wound signaling in regulation of plant
regeneration
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Abstract: Plants have evolved powerful strategies to survive in severe natural environment. Regeneration is a
process in which plants repair or replace damaged tissues or organs. For example, adventitious roots could be
formed around the wound site directly from detached branches or leaves under proper conditions. Wounding is
the first event triggering regeneration. In recent years, important progresses have been made in the study of the
nature of wound and the signal transduction pathway in promoting plant regeneration. In this paper, the type of
wound signals in plants and the molecular transaction pathway in promotion of plant regeneration are reviewed,
and the future research direction is prospected.

Key words: wound signal; plant regeneration; signal transduction; adventitious roots; adventitious shoots; tis-
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