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Figure 1 Timeline of major events in the research field of sugarcane breeding
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Figure 2 The pedigree of sugarcane noblization breeding in Java. “O” represents the Saccharum officinarum, “S” represents S. spontaneum
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Table 1 The major sugarcane cultivars and yields at different historical periods”

ER AR ol REHREE™® AERH R
19552 /i B, . FH . POJ2878 - -
1955~1965 F134, Co419, C0290, F108 22 3.35
1966~1978 3. )IIHE61-408. HBE63-237. mE65-225. HHE57-423 2.24 3.59
1979~2000 FERELLS . HEHELSS . &HE71-388. #85179-8. H}#86-368 3.66 4.05

o Ly Ay L A ANE RN =1 o L i () L =] £t &
2001~2015 j‘ﬁmﬂﬂ?’?\ j‘ﬁmﬁuw"ﬁ\ ﬁ‘ﬁmcf *)uzo"ﬁx j‘ﬁmﬁuw"?\ j‘ﬁmﬁuZS'ﬁ\ 451 4.59
#4#93-159
2016%4 FEREA2'S . HEMI05-136. Z=AE081609, HEME445 . Z=AE0551 5.14 4.74

a) H¥ KI5 T FAOSTAT

F 2 20234 A R 5 AR Rl A R T AR A 4 [ A o
i

Table 2 The planting areas and ratio of major sugarcane cultivars
from the fifth generation in 2023

sl PRI H) T4 5 EE (%)
HefE425 471.93 31.45
HEAI05136 459.94 30.6
ZHE081609 96.35 6.42
K445 59.41 3.96
ZHE0551 51.39 3.43
EHE00236 43.24 3.13
HepE49 S 43.06 224
HEHESS S 19.51 1.3
HpESS S 12.85 0.86
&1t 1257.68 83.39
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K oy T bRACHE B A PR S # T IR B K 0 O R Bk

r'jji[32~35].
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f A SP80-3280 7400 Mb 3 PRl 2 4 B it i e (7 1))
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(D™ 0 R R —4382 MbIfik & B L F4H. B
3 rp [ 235 JF K ALLHIC S, J#3% T PacBio 5.5 -l
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i 5 PR 3 A PRI S oK [ DU i A H R 351 4% AP85-
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ST 7 H B R R 5 R R A priitE. SbE
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BT A5 JE . 2020~2021 4R R T 25 BIR(M. lutar-
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MR, HIEE M BEl = A miE, S 5
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BRI KRB ) 7 BERFVEAHAL, 2 Hi 22 2 DR 42k )
ek, AT R AT R R o) BEAR DG D e Bk A
(AN AL %) 7EGarcia Tavares® AP ImE 5L
rf, H e 7R 2 (gibberellin, GA)ARNBUREE 1 ScGAL
(GA-insensitive)ii P I 538 BB B RE 25 K B AR K Je 45
¥ 5 FUAHAFHOBR 73 A 22 ScGATE I 5 ScPIF3/
PIF4 1 245 5 7014 ScEIN3/ScEIL 1A B4 FH K i 1
HRE AR A, SO ZER A KR E 1)
AT AR T 3B IR LS ScGATH
Eb g i Bk = NoinDELLA 45 #4380 1) ScGAl-like (ScGAIL)
B AR TF (Arabidopsis  thaliana)F HiEFRIE ] S
Bk 0 PG OGE R N S AR GA AN
B, #FGAEGA AL BE R AEAMEScGAIL I Fik
PR R bR R RV EL R MEY R A EARRIER W,
SN H5ScGAILMBEAEHEA T, A 15
ScGAUR AL HAR, $27R-ScGAILMISCGAIH] fE A A
AEMEE B FTh AR, B BRI AR R R, F
FHZH 2 B J7 A6 T RE R s vty b b 3 5% 6
th, BRI EZASREEAN. G 1E AR 255
REE, RIS EGEA L, H R A B s 5
M (tonoplast sugar transporter, TSTs)& 4 T FE K 5 jk
[R5k, BT CAHEII TS Ts 2 5 R AE it (K AR 25, it
Ak, HERE A B (sucrose synthase, SuSy)HI A& 2 fif
ZH¥(phenylalanine ammonia-lyase, PAL)tH #f 18 RE %
i AR ) 20 T T S M 4 AL B TR, 5
Ab, X H R TR] 0 2 AR SR B B B, RS
B> A R 2 B R AR EE MR SR RB AT ), AN 2l
I ThBE I (3R AR B Y, XL AT A R A
73 S R AR 7 S SRS T 7 1),

4.2 HREBU S R R AR AR AT

B e iR B A L0 AR BAA,  Badi i th R 5
He = BRI 2 by, fEH A s b, B
R T S M DA ik, R R AR g R B
b2 O L B R T o R T S B SN
Aol R g, R H RS 7 B A R R b e
PUEVESRIRI R, HESH Rk RYERRE. prilidk
DRl B IR AR 3 FHAE HREAIC B A Rt 1 e I 4 B 2
PR, X H R DU A OG22 (A B IR 2 908 S R 4 9
A A MBS B U0 HTIE H BB A Al 95 SEEA.

PRBER . MR RN RE TR IR R G



I ERE: AaRE 202444 E 4% H10M

EH RN EEARARERED. W@
FEH G EAR . WA MR . AR BT
WER e ISR R BdEHESE
RNA 7 (bulked segregant RNA-sequence, BSR-seq)
HiAR R AL R % 45 (single  nucleotide polymorph-
ism, SNP)73#fr, KU IR SC I 2R BRI gk AT B MR A7
Fi(quantitative trait locus, QTL)E L, MH A ik
24/ AR S L R Y 279N PB A R R
12U R S L R O, oA s e e JE R,
PO 26 AH DG L )] = A FEMAPK L. SA.
ABA. ROS. Ca’'f& S ¥uE S5 %15 515 S M PR
FR-A e H BRAGFR AR S BE R, JoE 70 et s e PR 2 2
FLIE AN 2 0a Wi S s R 700 7R H e S A
T AR A R, 1248 27N T AT R K
BE 55 T, JAZ (jasmonate ZIM domain)ZE[A],
H S AZ6 AR S AE BRI T R AR Y. phA,
H R R RIS LR R TR AE 5 @A I I AL
Y& I (allene oxide synthase, AOS). TH M%&)
RE ML (allene oxide cyclase, AOC). MYC (myelo-
cytomatosis), SAfE 5 i % H ()5 A2 4H 9% 8 E (patho-
genesis-related protein, PR) ScPRIOFIScPRI. ROS*F-
7 FH 2 I S A S B (catalase, CAT)ZE 5L, Brul
F2 B — N B ARCTE 1) R 0 H T A 9 0 ) R
PR, AN [ R 5% 4 4% A 0 0 s kB .
TG R A0 5 R 1) 43 B 5 5 R H R PR R
At R B U

BroH R AL, H AR 2 B e SR
FHEE. HrA X HEIURILH 2, Wik
L PR PR A WL 28520 MedeirosZe NVR I, H
22 AR IR BRI ) . 2 W R IKEG A Clp R g R &t
WK FIE S H RS K (Diatraea saccharalis)f) & H
PRI 2R 5 A0 0%, H B 15 5 % A (sugarcane
wound-inducible proteins, Sugarwin) SUGARWIN1#]
SUGARWIN2 & T JE IR duiff G AL [, AL SRR AEH
WS ek B () 95 1A 3 1T AR e 4L
B 0 B CH RE o 0 0k T 45 B8 (lipox y genase,
LOX). 7Bt H k% # 8 (glutathlone-S-transferase,
GST). %k A B (peroxidase, POD). CATHIPRI1%%
ZNPLE BRI (Spodoptera  frugiperda) i i 3
PRI, e o o DR R IR BB A 701 (sugarcane cy-
steine peptidase inhibitor 1, CaneCPI-1)2& X[ 1V ATP

l§(V-ATPase E) V2 3 DA H 788 AR R 400 1) H 0 S &
(Sphenophorus levis) e, FEAR Bz i k4107, ixg
B 58 H R 0 L 8 R D BE A 0 S e HOL ) A b 29
fith, SR H R OB e L R 07 108 58 75 EEEA T IR NI
WHoT.

HREFEILSZ T 5 IR S SR Pl 5 038 (1 52
L S E - PV | 56 =7 )17 5 G B 2 PN 7 e e S R
KB DhfeE A B gAY B K fmiRNA f
BEFRIERISETT . HRE 20 B A ¥ (ethylene-respon-
sive factor, ERF). Mt /Kma N o445 & & F (dehydra-
tion-responsive element-binding proteins, DREB).
R2R3-MYB. NAP. WRKY %55 776 H BEACHT
F-5 B BER a5 R AR Y e v Ok AR
FAUTT, e BES EaDREB2 BFEH it 41 A B 3 il
JIAVE I A R 5 DR P 2 38 1 5 H 7 X 7K 23 75 R
B i s Y H I R2R3-MY B SR T
ScMYB2Z 5ABAN My R 215 S I8 R, JFAEN
T SROH BT P R A E Y, SR
TAHEL, Dhfe s E R S A R HUad it 7 7y 1 ) B
IR, AEH R A D5 #fR w2 H (heat  shock
protein, HSP) EaHSP70- /. —W&R§ &4 ()3 1 S bR
Wi £, — &l (glyoxalase 111, Gly 1) EaGly III. #HigEE
FAZNEE [ (0-expansins) EaEXPAI. JEFR & BGR 2
P 538 T L 1 kK - 5 - 2 9% & U (A -py rroline-5-carboxy-
late synthase, P5CS) SoP5CS. ATPHy 5 B2 2L g (ATP
citrate lyase, ACL) SoACLA-1. SZARZEYH il T (re-
ceptor-like cytoplasmic kinase, RLCK) ScRIPK. JfHH
JE R FEAH R 8L (I4AEE2 (sucrose non-fermentingl-re-
lated protein kinase 2, SnRK2) SoSnRK2.1%5%:[H, ¥
AR H T R e 2 T, Bk, BRek
A miRNA K H AR B PRt 2 5 8 42 11 X T 2 A
NI ARk AN £ €3 i & SR E - S LB AR I o
B9 S oadhi H A% o RN 3 7 B Pt 1 B

DA b 55 3 B 1R P A AE H R B MR B R 2 4 T
AR B Bk fg, D H R B MR e L e A 12
PEERIR AL, AR H R E AR LR AT B ST AN
RN, TR E H B SR 1) O S R D] R A R A3 A
TEAE. TERTHIRE FC AL b, kSRR AT H R
PEARTE AL S A2 0 B T REHE R, B R FH AR AE
VB FhE AR EAT HRE b o R SR LB B SCHE.
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A I A H R T A T R

5 HEEBMHHORDIL &
51 HEFEEM

FAREMA A2 mER R R, BA
EAIER . TRAR JE AR R, AT DA R e
ERR, AUHEIR A FAESY. BN R AT
T HE TR RS (1959 ) AP B (19624 )
HICoy i &R 5 F134™). ¥EFE80-29. HpEFES3-5.
BEREERO0-15 DA S REHE22 5 25 i A 24 2 3 ' Coy 5 4%
RS H AT ZE R SRR AR T R AR I S A, R
#890-10. FEFRO7-1855 S Fh U /& R H B AL 45 & 1) 5%
TTVERS B AR H S AT AR A HE & 2 Ak B R I
R4S S fh. AL AR 2.8 (ethylmethane sulfonate,
EMS)%H B i {5 U BEAT VR AR, 595 1 sk MK
i DU T BR B S5 7 e T B R AR
RO e [ s b B B B A BRI TR
HRERh A SR SR S AR RR AT
A RE BRSPS, SRS IEEERIED W
FPBIC AL

5.2 HEES ThRICHI By A

Sy hRicii RS E RO A S voE H bRk
RIE DR BB 5y AR, EREMRAE KRR B
X H FR IR I R R AT 1R BT AR R AR B Ry
EPPPL BATE IS F1, BRI AL BRI P L
Fr B i 22 45 M (restriction fragment length polymorph-
ism, RFLP)YENE AR FHricRER, 72 H A
L Z2 A VERT IS B AL . B SR QTLE
frrpoR ¥ 7 EEAEH. WA FRFLPAIY 3 B K g2
M (amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)
Ir FARICTE R T H R B AR AN T % SES208 AR EE A
R570%5 2 AN et 1% B iy Y, s 7 H S
PR WFE 2= (MR 22 ZXE AREH). B
Iy~ EFYE Sy A R QTL A it M 45 i 3 A 2 1A
Brul™ M R4 T ARG AR A B T A
(simple sequence repeats, SSR)Fric, Kl HA LM
BUERHE. EEMIFMZ SN FEENA, 2N
THREEE Z AR AT B AR B S R A S
RIIFEQTLIE M. FIFISSRAF FHRic BiSSRE
RFLP. AFLPZ7}FARiCEE & 73 il A6l AS [F) H R g A
I, IR H R AT R AR A v 7 PR OGB4 1 FRid
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MQTL, T3k M= EMoR. PUBTHR. Pkl
W PLEBAUR. PiEHR . PORER . PR Bk
E"JQTL*ﬂﬁ%ﬁiﬁ"[mONm].

SNP/Z4kRFLPFISSRZ J& & & it oK 1) 2 — X hx
AR, SR LA H R i SR B i g A B IR R
SENLI AR, SNPIES A & — Rk ai s B E s
B B TR, 20164F, AR AitkenF & T &
S IESNPAS H (345K)! Y. B S, MR ELAR AR R 32 5
P Bk KW A G AE T &K 7 Axiom H FE 100K
SNP:t: F, #EE T #FEINDS1-146. #ifi FliGreen
German. CP80-182711 i &t % E %, HHGreen
GermanHMIIND81-14635 1% [ 3 73 71 2 H 7 H SNPAR
RS . bRiC R I e I, R
28 1842 1 H E F R R e QT 10, R
FHiZ O BB Ky 2 7 35 G W22 FY T93-159 1) 1=y Jifi 3okt
FE R, I e A B 645 MR B A E I QTL, Jiiik
4204 55 AR AR S Aot s S R 0107 e, R
FAAZ 0 A 06 H R AR 28 4 o P IR 3 47 4 356 DR 4 R B
Hr, B0 AL R 1014 5 RAH I FISNPAL A1, VEREH]
T L R YO DL 9t % B Axiom H B 100K
SNPEF B B A e, B R4 i S A
M 1H.

BRI T At dE B M USR8 T2
N H, {5 ATRERS N T H o FAr i il Bh B A
REPUBSERIERARC. PUESH E LR Brul B
19964 FER 57038 % [t rh g % BLASE A2, L %12008
EAF RS Brul R S % E B PR ICR12H1 6 Al
9020-F4" ", phJE, PN E AR A RS2 M
T PUESF AR R IR S e Pk SRR i %k DL R FH JE]
ka1 g R R R A RS
56 A 2H 25 RN B 22 1) 52 32 DL S AE S IR 2240 BT e i)
PEFE, T E v T A A R R s bR SR 2
SEINPRIE AR, AHNL 2 AR B £ E Rk R
FERVEH, Bt E R T 8 R g R i 3 H 2
TR HEEH.

53  HERRENAGEE M

4 3L R 4H 3% 4% & P (genomic selection, GS)FI| 3
DR 784 1 28 AR R M) 55 52 G SR A, i 2 T RRic AL
A MR B FE(GEBV) KA S A RIE & M E, 7T
AR B R AR R A & R R A LA AL
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R, MR E BN 5wk SR B
mb. ERARITTEMSEGEMEAML, BAe
M)y R REHESEOR AR, A PR ] 5K B A e ]
R R BRI E AR R 57

HREERRAE K AE %, RAESRNEMTIERE
R B BRERPE. ALK, &0 2 ARkt
i E T A 10 3 DR 4 2R RN g A TR ) 2 0k i 2
BT AR QTL & An 8 i S H AR MR I 77 VL T v
SR T HRE. E AT O ST v O H R R A,
BN ZASAREY 4> AR IR R 34 7 2 mh. fE2 A%
E MR, BMEEARE BB T, itk Rig
Be A oA E MM E. GouyZ AR 1499
NDArT (diversity arrays technology)fric, X #41167
O B HEM BLER FHARGSHRL, X 104N IR B AT 4 2L [
LTI, TR EE0.11~0.62 22 [8]. DeomanoZs
NP3 s 1 ERRL > 3 4H, SR PGSR B4
A= B AR AT T, T HE A R 0 0.25~0.45.
SR AR [R] J7 9206k B 7 TR A H e P . B RN 4T 4
L RS IAMER BT TN, AR L =T
WA AR ISR 28R BT H R I T AR 2, B
SR BRI AL R, DA T ey O,
Islam 2 N UVR) FON T3 10 05 3206 4324 H A R
BATHUEVENY, 8RR E A7 H R SR1S8825 1
BHRZ AL, WEZ AN TNGSHERA, #4570 Ti
HERAR2£0.28~0.4, HEE5 I TN 2£0.13~0.29, H&K
PLKs AT 22 R N GSARE TR A (g [ 58 2508z, AT A K
KPEARGS T 75 1 e/ MR ic SO SR s 45, 52 Tl
TR . SR AR ] B AL R0 ik, 7 e RTORE 43 S0 7 1
G AR EE 0 P GRS TR H 2 PR
TERA 2R AR B T H R = B W A3 ANl ek 7]
Z 2 AN BCEMEIRAL S R R A X S, AR PRtR st
A 23 A AR 0 28OS %o H R P i R 2L R R RO,
Bl L TR B E Ik R 0 A IR AN e B AR R
B OB FIPT R s I B DRI AE GS B RY R
W, LR FE RN RN B PR B R A e B A Y
TR RfG B

S, A DR A I R OR R 08 A T AT AN TR B A4
AL A, P CABE A 50 70 BT P PR A D st A 2
fith, FEAEE NI M B AT R BE R Y ) S AR AT 2
22, PR H B MR, I B AL mE R
FhEE.

54 HEERRGEE M

ik DA R AR R 0 2 S B PR PR B 5
oo AN Bk RS RGBT g, HSR )
MEYI RIS BERS E R 45 T —AX, PR N 3] 2
PR AR AL e R, TAER, R T 46 258 8] e
WHFT, CIRIEA 8 0 K 7 RN ) % B2 1l (tran-
scription activator-like effector nucleases, TALENSs)#I
RNA S 3 R A R 9] B 6 [ SC B 52 471 1 HL O BBk
(clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic re-
peats/CRISPR-associated, CRISPR/Cas) 274 3 [K] g 5 43
AR T H .

20164, JungflAltpeter'>" ¥ Vi1 F FH TALENs
L R 4 0B T AR RS g % 7R A it 3R 2R RS TR -
O-H I F4 [ (caffeic acid 3-O-methyl- transferase,
COMT)EERH, BRAR 1 H R AR R B & 2 (&), #E—
LR, TALENXS109NCOMTHERE H) 10747
RSB T RS G, A RE TR OR SRR R e AR
AR LA R A AR A, T I A A R AL R R AR
39%~44%, COMTZwH H RE W] Al 257 LR A A
W AR 20214E, EidZ AU kA
CRISPR/Cas 92k [Al & 45 55 A 8 Dl gt 04 H 8 B a5 ol Ao
CP88-1762 1 M2k R AW &5 i AH K B2 & B (magne-
sium chelatase, MgCh)Z& [K, fAE MRS R & 2B 3%
BEAE. 1412 BAE R I CRISPR/Cas9 A 5 5 1] [
&% (homology directed repair, HDR) /7%, #E3H
BRI E M AR R, SEIL T H R S WAL A R
(ace-tolactate synthase, ALS)Z SEAIFERRAL, 2 Jk
FR Trp574 B i N Leufll/5iSer653 B ¥ Nlle, JRIhTF &
T T R i o AR AR Y, 20244E, Laksana
4z NI CRISPR/CasOH AR 4 4 H i rp AR SR &£ &
B R SoLIM¥E s IR T 3E [, SRAG A2 & & FR A
RE, ARG EIE TR Ql A7 1 BRIR R B8 HE A, 3R
] H e L R g B A RO S S T RAF RIS,
I ity Al Rt o B B AR DR AT 8 B H BE T 7T 11 BA
T 20204 B I8 JF B M T — BB H R
CRISPR/Cas9# A K HA T iR (B A,
CRISPR/Cas9 FGi1F H i & Fireh (1) 2 ] 3452 St >,

PA_ERIEFER M, H e BARZ m AR Y, w5
FARTEAR,  E 5 DR 2 BB 43 AR AT LAy S B 2 S5 i K]
[l g, GUHET R R RAR AR B H R
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A I A H R T A T R

2R 2T A AT S DO RE Sk R 42, R T2 DR i AR B
oA IR R it Aot B B A R 2 i AR AN 4
e BL

5.5 HMEERTREEM

HIEE T R A ARED, T HERTE R
K, BRI, HATERH BRI R SR 4
B, HfE—2 8 E S huid i) H R Rk R A
M. IR TS R AR 5 o0 B 1 H R kB A
HEAT 10 A% 0 RS2 — 0 5 iy T e 7 AP P 1
i, 19924FBowerMIBrich! @ 37 7 3 A A 519 DA
JU 14 455 2H 23 R 2 AR A BRI ANP TIIZE IR A i e br id
PIH R R AR R R, IR1F T 2BREE —PRANE SR
e B A I H IR L R AR, 20004F, [ #hiy £l
2 Bt JAH A B AR T T [ DA i Th 3R A5 S0 T
EEIEPRH (B D). B S R R RO 7R R S
PUBRFLT . PR AP AE ALY e S5 AE S PRIR 118 4% 24
AR T EEME.

(1) HEPTdEER TR, PR EREE
R Mt BB EE RIS =& F R FEBUR U
[ A R A e KT e
BRI, e DA B R F1 4 DR 1 5 0 o e i O H R o
N, B URARIE T U B R R NGB
(R4 E IR He 1 Cry 14 (B) B oy B 571 5 H
Crylda, CrylAb, CrylAcHICry2AbsE B Ri#EH REEE KL
RPTHE Rl N AR 20— KBUR E H, o DRSS
Ve R B B R, HLR R s AR 0T
WA EN FEA, J)5¥Crylde, Cryldb, CrylC
FCry2ASE 3L 73 5 3\ 2 H 5T T ROC22 '+,
o DR AR AE =5 R E ) (R AR R 38 R B T 5 1)
PUH A g s, Riaz2 NIRRT ik
S MBtEA——VIip3 AR RMFEERN B MR, H
B REA I H REXT RS R AR LG, SRR S R/ H
AU HTPE I SR(IE T % 515 100%).  ELPH20184E il
T ARG AR H R, AR AT KA
Bt CrylAbBE[R. 20224, EPUBtH HUFE B K H e 3%
R AR RIERE K, AHAT-2021/20220E 2 11937 75 A b,
2022/2023FEZETUH I NN T T AL, [F E K 89%.
20231 H, FRELR AR M A T LA TR A RE
KO CTCH R P R K HECTC175-A M
CTC91087-6 1% A E P (R F 22 F(2022) 55054 4
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Fe2iIET4(2022)55055). 751 2 B 5 Ao vradk 3 S DR H
FEAIN T JE A B IR0 T, P8 5% R DR H R (0 Mo T
B — 2K, AEPTRPURELR e KRG —FF
FEAT 10090 P HE i 3 D H RE A 35

(2) HEEPUBRERIEE TR, FRIE b BT R E 51,
ERIB ok = 3 [ H e 2 O BRI, AR a0
PR 2 B0 H R 0 T R AR LA Z% R OK R
FHBEAKTERIKS FRRS R, M RS H
A, BEAG™ &, KPR E AR R AR H B, k45
U3 e 2 o DR TR, 8 FH Bk B8R 4T R FH PR, g
WA BT, MR, 20004F, Falco A'FI
F B DAE S Bar R 5 NH RERRES dn Flo, 3R 75 & 191
PR R R . WangZ A5 2 h@ i R AT B
M FER, 565 R B B it i R Bar AV EE T B4
F:[KICP4-EPSPS T A\ B H B F AR M Fhh,  SRAG e Jik
PRI JREARLAARAE 3 PN R 58 A 38 R 3 H D0 S A i B 7
PE. b4, J5 DR 2 s R A R VE PR 70 B PR A1
THEA w0z AR F CRISPR/Cas9% 4 5
G 2 A HE R RAS R RAL e LR A g £ K]
(acetolactate synthase, ALS)H:E 1T GPrbrE M H
FEREAR. @ R TR S & N A b A Bk
BT T RE B it Ao R T80 6 5 A3 1 B R R A
FH, KA H T AR oo A 7 B DA DR AN ] R .

(3) HEPUER T, HEREUHEWEAZ A
1002 Fh, HLAR 22 7= B HRE it i 5 0] 22 s JE
JEK, DR 5 A O i R AR R R T Bov v Ak e e
BESARIEAT Z PR R G B M. B R
HrEEr s, R TEEMh RS A REA
FH:[Kl (capsid protein, CP)FIFE 35 ITERLH (transcrip-
tional gene silencing, PTGS)IRNAiF RFATHUIRE
FRTFE.  ApriastiZs A 05 Ao H 1 9% 75 (sugar-
cane mosaic virus, SCMV)CPFE[K 4:14:(927 bp) FINi
B HICPIE R 7 51 (702 bp) 0l S N B H BEH, AL
P V1 P 45 AR B 3 N CPJE R 4 K1) e 5k (R i ok
PURPES 9, HAefa € s s F— k. Aslam§
N SCMV 1 CPEE[A 55 K R 45K 5 NS H T,
R R R A FE PR SR, ok R
B G . WangZe NI K OUBERNA 7 fif il 22
Hpacl 5 NBIH AR FROC22H, 8 i i 5 1 B g
RNAJ & AUEE FIRNA & il 1 [A] & (replicative  form,
RF), 315 7 A RNAZHE B B A T Wb i) % 5L R AE



I ERE: AaRE 202444 E 4% H10M

P, BRI TR BTN VR F B A AT B AT ACE ke
S E S0 BN B B 2 (albicidin detoxifying, albD)
FEDR N B H R o SEEGT B A0 BRI S E R
A T Nayyarse N0 B-1,3-40 BB B (B-
1,3-glucanase) B K E A B H B, $RAF 17X 7R B R A
ARG A RS R H e AR, T R A
EZ, @ ER TREEARET ZERNEES IR E
T2 e I RE DU B A B SR AT

(4) HEPEHEEY SRR TE. 5. &3k,
PR MG IR B A o R A 7 o 2 S 0 AR A 45 P a
DRI 2, e rp SCRAF 5500 H B AR 7= (R e d K, DRIt s it
DR T AR R T B A S H T S R e i),
g SRUE T XM AT B AN A AR AT %) R e S8 (cho-
line dehydrogenase, CHDH)Z:A S A2 H i 1 5 1)
PP B R MR R AT 1 B @ v W e b A 82 )
ik, A EREE — AN AR BP0 A B R H .
SV TR o H REPTAR AR  B S R TR R A e 2
FIER,  FHodr DL I DREB 2R JE K 52 i 15 B il 4% 3
I SO . Reis® N'3R43 M ADREB24TE %
IR R AR T P a T~ 5 AR, BRI NE
AR S K, e E B AR, A, Bk
[ 3 [X (heat shock protein, HSP), B-box & (3£ X, .4
i % 3£ [X] (ethylene responsive factor, TERF1), R
2 WAL K (pyrophosphoryltransferase, PPase)%$13H
F T H e B & AT gt a0 R
VI EKN TEFMU R CRRZ, HEI RN
B BUIERNT Eh e S5 HT AR AR ) 10 1) i e DR H RE
T DAL AR Z B B e, REHTCZ
SRAF PP e R R Rk = FE UB) B 2R 2% A T P
FEUSHIE.

6 HEERMAAAERS R RS

AR EEH BT MO OIS e E, R
1M, AT R RIEVIK R FREH BOR 206, i,
RIS E . VPRI A 2, R e B
AR, eSS R B G H R D>, AR S,
FEAREEH N A RBARE G WA, 273t F e

S5 3k

ReTHIHB B H R B AR RIS, HERZ
RWAEF A, B, @UCF — DI R A A,
BrE e RO R R d A, DUES H R A AR
B, ek R RO R A fE . AT A BLR T
T

(1) JnssFp s IR AR S BRI R : AR H
AT S R AN IR SR e, SR TSR] H BE Al
o BAT R RO R BRI AR A L. R
QRO X BT IR BERSHEVEAY, $23R00
F B BAL B AR SR 4R AU U R B AR A
ek, AT i ey B PR A P 28

(2) Jmsi R EOL R R s A R T
HUER AR AT S e A2 30 SRS — S8 H e 70 7 e fit
WARSCIE R DI RESEAT T HI2BWEE, (EH REX Lo 3 2k
I R S B R 4 R A2 RS e AN 2, BB IRTE
S DR R 4 S AF FOPLER AN, 4 Ja RN ss B ML=
Bl v U A PR 7 T LB AR AT S B R U2 4,
R A A 1R 4 i R PR AR R L] B U

(3) hnaik & B L b T REET A AR H AT
P RE A A N TR e A PR ) RE i 1R R B IR R
NFRIRA P AR A, e M B LA H REAE R b
b, AEF Bl H bn 2 e e AN B R
U, EHMEREE . MEREEY. ARES. 5
R e PEsR. REZELF4EE T DUtk sE i B hLE
PR U R A A, A R A 42 R A
JRO5-1364T Y AR, REZENE. HURCEERT IR i
Jov FEIGRIEZE; F1HMZ I 5y R AR 4, 47
i 128 B ELAL e v B v U H B b

(4) TnsEA 27 vt B R EORE: F R R
Wi HATH R RS AR E TARAHM, K%
BMORABL T sk, AR EAAI, e
K. BEAE RS A REE A P e i, BEER 2R
RIS AW T, AT LARIH 2 FAmic . 4xdk
LR FeHRE . RNGE. aRED 7. AT
RESE D TR AR BOR, FEMEm AR & B Mk
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The research progress on sugarcane breeding
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As an important sugar and energy crop, sugarcane contributes significantly to ensuring worldwide sugar supply and agricultural
economic development. In recent years, sugarcane producing countries around the world have made a series of innovative research
progresses in collection and utilization of germplasms, breeding of new varieties, mining of genomic and functional genes, and
development and applications of biological breeding technologies in sugarcane, which benefits sugarcane breeding world widely.
Meanwhile, we discussed the demand for the cultivation of new sugarcane varieties and proposed the key issues that need to be
resolved in the field of sugarcane breeding. It will provide new insight for breeding new creative sugarcane varieties.
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