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Abstract: Photosynthesis is the main driving force that sustains the growth of plants on Earth. We have
made some progress in the study of physiological, biochemical and molecular regulation mechanism of
photosynthesis. However, our understanding of the regulation mechanism of photosynthesis in the com-
plex and changeable natural environment is still limited, so the improvement of photosynthesis in crops is
low, and may even be far from its biological limit. In this paper, we summarized the abiotic stress factors
(high temperature, salinity and drought) that limit photosynthetic efficiency, then discussed the ways to im-
prove crop photosynthetic efficiency, and looked forward to the future prospects of photosynthesis im-
provement, in order to provide a systematic and comprehensive reference for the establishment of new
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targets for crop photosynthetic improvement and the development of photosynthesis in improving crop

yield.

Key words: photosynthesis; environmental stress; photosynthetic efficienc; crop yield
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1 REEEIERNEZER T

1.1 SR EERNSENT
RN EFHEAR KRR B maE ) R
1, DAL IR B T s e R P & A 4 T R i —
HA R ERR X A AR TR BT
SHEYI A 1 BE(Ainsworth F10rt 2010). Y& 1)
IhfE(Slattery F10rt 2019). 085 AR 15 (Dusenge s
201957 MMt R CAaf T —SRAREE X
LR . iR B T — € BE K 2 B R 4 i
TSR T4, Y E KR & MR &K
14 B (Sharma%§2020). I TG EER h AR 2 4H
o T BB, T R S B IR R A,
1l FEEAF 2 1) FRL T SR PR RN, R0 AR B %, JE
T A0 1O e R, AT B A O 4 38 28 (Pokharel 55
2020), iff A RIS S W KENE A, R4
(PSID) LA A 4l 6 2 A 4K (light-harvesting complex,
LHC) ) 45 ¥ A1 Ty 58 11 56 B V£ (Lipova%$2010).
SRFE Y BE W SR FOt A 1 F B8 77 LRI i, 2
TR 30 1 A0 o 0 P 3 2 2 W SR R S R ) AR
Y& B, TR I ] (1 s I EL 22 2 fi e it S 35 B

fif I R, XoF S 3B S BCAS BT 35 ) 4% 3 (Antoni-
ous§2017). FEAEYIh, il i PR A Y&
Y ¥ 1 R 41 ) - 2 2R 10 A2 W i (Dutta 552009)
KELNEEFIRALFE48 W, S5 Y& g
178 1) 5~k T T TG It 7 i i A 1) B IR (Mathur 552
2014); fERMNE T, AEM S SR EDE
B2 AN (Huang £52017); 35 IV By o J 25
2N B A2 W& R 400 i (Tewari A Tripathy 1999),
X G W) O AR A 38 3 S T SR R A A
WA G BR T X2 3R -E U sm, A —
LERIE SN N AEAEW) e J2 i o i 4% R A i
2 AL (Rubisco) J& K] 1) 22 7 32 1A DL K VIR 7E =
T T B ERIE Re AR 2EAE P () 6 & i B (Yamori 55
2014). I TFEREDEE ISR A2 A%
BE%ES 5 W& R MEAEG, R E A B ) A8k
WkiE 1 s RS E R IE U A EH] .
AR A B e R U, A ]
AL EE A PR AR B B 2 B R (Mathur25:2014), T8 H
TG AR FH A8 B LR IR0 BB 5 18 A e e A
% 2 AR i H O AF H R (Biswal%2011) . H H
IR, 25566 B R4 B FEAE 5 1) B 1 B oA A2 e
PEATI IR A2 F B CIFCAEAETHR & T HIDEE
FrsI| 9 3 2 iR K] (Slattery A1Ort 2019), Tfij Rubisco /&
A AR OGN, #4ipid 2> 8 Rubisco ff i %
G B, T2 A A L R (Jajoo £ Allakh-
verdiev 2017). 7E —L¥Fpidr, BAF 1 & N4l
kDa (B-isoform)F147 kDa (a-isoform)fJRubiscoif{t,
fif(Rubisco activating enzyme, RCA)ZE [ AE 05 BT
Rubisco (Salvuccif1987), ‘EANI7E #2514 T 1
AR B BB A R X (Scafaro%$2019; Kim
££2021),  BERTE /K FE(WangZ5£2010) Al 51 (Kim Al
Portis 2006) 1A 717 B, o372 EEB- 0 A4 B i 1oy i
K W o-RCA NV B 7E 55 FE #0408 T 1% 3 3 o
A RBEVER, M B-RCANEBILE 1F & 26 11 T 4k FFRu-
bisco (M HIaG G VE b & 3% 7 HEA/EH . Flit, RCA
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5 DR R 2 R0 2 S g AR R 3 1) a8 A% R Al T e B
T PR A 24 10 2035 25 2F T Rubisco i AL IR AL ML -
%5 T Rubisco AN [F] R R/ S R AURE2H & 9
i R 3 J1 s R R SR A T HL <> (Martin-Avila
£5£2020; Lin%$2020; Sakoda%$2021), Rl N T e
YE4) i Rubisco i 14 i =y i 52 7, BRI 75 5
() Rubiscoii {4, il i) 22 7 3R 1k A M i BA I i 3R
W& o 5N Se4F, 7R AL/ N 22, Rubiscoidi A4l I
A2 [A) A 52 14 1R 23R 2 B — S 7 S AR TG
1) 28 2 TR AR B0, X4 oK ok 1) 2k 8] 2 4 4
TAEFRAER 2 5] 7187 H A5 (Scafaro$2019; Degen
£:2020).

e it PP AL 3 R B O a3 R b AR
I 2 b [ 52 2 i R AE P ) D & Bl (Tikkanen 55
2012). 640l i 72 5 PSIDN &y 5L 1 A A %,
MPSILE & PE 5 B 7L 55 % A ] 41, WAL R 5
Wi £ 8 ) OB DR R R A2 (D) il 2R3
A B 3% M 3 0, 5 SPSITAILHC 2% 22 4535 (2)
PSIT 5 B 11 6 7 4% 326 (1) 4 8t 1% (Janka 55 2013)
IR, SRR RS 1 i A 6 5 X PSITEL AR AN 2
18 BO™ B 4545, H 2> BHASPSIIE B U g &
F2(Evans 2013). H-T-PSIELPSIE 252, DA i@
(1A 8 2 (R BEPSIE 1, RN =42 58 £ (1] ATP
SRIE ISR FEAAR T - B S FNPSTE W3, B S, 3%
i1 INADPH/ATP L AR 23 P A JE 57 it 44 o (1) o7 4
fit(plastoquinone, PQ)Jt, MM #IENADHA 5 /1
£ B, 1~ (Sharkey A1 Zhang 2010). H1 it ] I, B 1
A 1 B 1A R R PR B 4 B 42 52 v e o 3 1) s
B AT 5T 2 B, Rubisco e fiE 14 )6 A CO, R A
WP I b L 5 4 IR AR, IX P RO AR 1) 3 F i
iz &5 Rubisco ¥ 11 26 i 7% 14 4 5% (Bathellier 552020;
von Caemmerer 2020). il PRI 26 388 i &
H 72 & 18 T O, 40 %) T CO, 38 B 3¢ = 5 7+ 14 (Jor-
danF1Ogren 1984), RubiscoX} CO, 1O, KK 5 1t
BBt A6 I B2 B e T B, PRI i T % =i Rubis-
COE AN ) 2= 77 A B 2 (1) 2-W R OB BR, T 2- T iR
CEETR W AU A OGPPSR ARG A, I i 42 7
S I 5E Rk LA e B AR AU T 2 2 (Walker 2%
2016). AHLGT 2 RPN T A0 A & i e A A
TAEYIW R () SR IE 2R, I T T B 1 5k [

i, YRR A, RV 2= Az H
PRUTH [ BE N R, AT B G R Y 5 e (K-
marathungeZ$2019), {H i T 1X Fh #4G&E N AT {8 K8
s/, BT AR B AT A A AT AR FE SR N T K
e it S E PG A HLAI ) 953 445 (Thomey 5$2019) . 7£
EFIE LR, A ik [ Ak T3 5 R0 I I Sk e 11 i
IR BT 150 1) BE 5 P17 2 7 TG B A R A 7R,
DRI LG A A SR Bk R B 22 1 s iR A R AR R, T
I B AR N RO A B R R S R
W E T B(Moore52021), A KAE HRM G
(/R Bl T i bR 1 LA IR K B i v iR ), 1X
5B AT )3k A s T R R R 3 AN AR SR
WA . RIS AIER, BFE S Ay AR
job A R e N & SRR D, FTRE R — M A BT
PEEAEYD 8 N SR I (WuZ52019; Furbank 25
2020).
1.2 EpEx Y E{ER RSN
TR A A B FE A A i =
BAREE 5y 2 BI5em, Fenl RAEYDe e . 3
i 5 R A R TR 5 S EA T IIKE,
ffF 532 B SR BB REAEAE Y 7 & R F£50% (Gururani
4£2015; Sharma%$2020). 1] #51% 5 6 & BE F1
S5 ZMRERBETIMIE. HEA R, EAMERIL
Dt B S AL T R BE R AR L 22 0 H, R S
IEECOMR BEAE A R Be il Ik b & 2, X 15 B
BB FENAEH R ARE R TR, #2322
T AL IS B 38 (Van Zelm252020). 1E40
G AR AR AL 53X G P 78 R0ORE 1R 72 AR 8 AN 1T 48
SR 5T AR R B 6 5 5 R B 7 il A 3 e X I 4 i
AR AR B RN, RGO A /E H (Lawlor
2009). IXAE H T SRAA A B B T 7 5T
NIRRT 2 B _E pH AR AN H 38 AR 2 [8) f %5
DI R, 355 2 B B iy 1E s A X pHAR ) 5%
W) 771 Pt L 3K et ~F 47 (Bose 2 2017) . 1E 41 4 ffd ik 25
Gy of £ 1938 7 AR LR S — # (Hao%52021), HifF 5T
R I SR R B IR S T, WA (Na ) FTEL(CT)
B TS SN SRR B B 3 TR (Pan52021) .
A IR FE (0 To L Eh 2 S B B AR I 6 & B IR
A AN AT 3 1) 2K 3% A BEL S FE 7 4% 3% (Muhammad 25
2021), FEERFME N, B ¥ I8 A0S PR AR 4R e
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SR AR T e okl T LE I/ H (Bose55:2017), 91tk
Z KB 1A 3 ) % 12 B 1 (KEA D) BUKEA2 [ A%
RS ARG A R RE R T, (HE AR AN £ S
XA R4S B 22 iR (KunzZ52014) . 2K 5 Na @
T B IR 5 Bl ) R S AR D RE 2 G A A L AR
Ui WAE SR 38 R 5 3 1 N AE AR BEATL I ) 2R L A2 T
EAED = BT B ) 2R A

I IR B AN [ A o0k 36 0 3 1) mie 2 BIF 7
LKW, PEEE RSB SRR Bt
18 AN G B T 1 BRI — AN AN ] AL R 3% (LSS
2010), 7EERME T, —LEREY/NE. EHiE. B
JR AN 0] H 25 10 & 5 3R 2D (Perveen 55£2010; Ra-
marajan%§2013), Najafpour5 (2015) /& i 41 i A 558
7 B Na' 8 1 9 5 2 o A8 B 2 1 (K )/Na ' 1) EfE,
AT 5 (] 2 M AL A7) AN — 6 0 3 R A R FH 2B D)
e FREOE G B R IFEME) . [FIFE, Eckardt (2009))
W R B 15 F IR 2 MdE e & B R A E .
— LG H A A 7T R A RV AE 31 008 T RIS
& 4% 2 & & (Ivanov fll Velitchkova 2014), 1t 4h,
R IB AR 2 PR T ShBBUR M 1 B s
FRAC AN IR AL A B R A g A &, 7 B 2
JoIpAEL R P SR A SRS TR i, T A 2 VR A T
Tl R A% TR A 3R A0 B 480 4 ] LU B0 I 5
WG, XA RS #h B8 N Rubiscoth s 4 fif i) —
Fh e EEHLH] (Hed52014) . 7EMY Ehok G A, Ehbhiam
T 3R TR AL 5 % B NAD(P)H AR
FIEFATPAN R (38 N ¢, Bhah5Na' #2841 5%
PR R R A B . 7R b, $R T — AP
FIE PR ATPF= A= ¥ B8 5k B8 2 1 Na g 125 )
- DA 2 PR R0, AT 9k 4% 36 JBh 2B 2% A T O
BLAL 453407 A5 8 (He552015)

EWE R, m H 2SS AE AR R SR
(A=) 152 I % 2 TR A 2 2 IR AN 5- 2 2k Tk
A & & 1Y 520 (Santos 2004). i R /EVIAE £ ppia
MR AR, ok RS B N (Akram Al Ashraf
2011), Rl BA B m ek R & I SRV T B
LRI H MRS E . B DU R A DB it sk R
AR AN £ HE )17 18 1) B L4 R (Akram A
Ashraf 2011), 4R Juan®$(2005)il B 58 3 i
Na /K FEHEERTERRARIMN GRS EIH

A SRR, TEY R T S8 451X B vk
TV B G i s A . A W 7@ X H AN
BRMUEEAT 25 A8 AL B R B, e AR AR AE AN [ A K
BB RIS N A A B R AR i B AR L
(GomathifllRakkiyapan 2011). 81 &5 il R4
RS MRS B AE NIEFEbRIE. LhAh, S
7K PR 5 P 3 3t E A AR ORI 05 i, KR
OsSUV3 % [F 4 it DExH/D-box fift Jie i 1] Ski2 5% ik,
TE R e N R AEAE R, (s G R H R Bh b s
ML (Tutejass2014). 25 LT, 5066 M0
MR R AR BB LG ERADLE AR
J2 BRI A R S BB AR, BB R A €5 5% 1 AR
FEEEMEMIN A KR EMAEHES
1.3 FEMNAEIERMNENT

5 i 2 PR VR AR KR R Y L R
15K F 2 —(Tanveer®2019), T-EWpa T, fE¥nt
Rt A bR EAL &R S R AL R 1) 2 A TT
43 (Liang%2020). 470 TS 5% A80E Kt R 7K mf
FHPERRAC S B0 T S A al ek s 1A AR K
N TAET BRI AEAF, W) 2 &0 & N JF 8 it
KA [F) FA) S ms 04T 1 B, a3 AR B AR
KEWK KRASFL BERI. BLHEER A
J5 J2 A 58 i 52 7K SF- 2% (Sharma2%2019), T £
2 FE— RS ALHLH B At 2 BRI E & 1R
(Hajiboland552017). {5 211, /K 73 8k = 7EAR K AL FE
SR e B AR T TN RE, T SRR R I ™
HAEIR, FRAC T M43 5 B (Batra®$2014), oM<
FLRPAFH T CO, MM, B T By i, 5 BUR
Wi, /> ATP 4 B AT RUBP ) 7 A4, AT 410 1)
Rubiscoi 1, #Eifiszm e &/E . EHA
BB %M T, TR BN AALAEY
B B AR & 51 R B S IR, & 5]
A R 1458 2% (Sakodad52022) . 5 B2+ 5y
1838 2 DL A R AR AL B (Medrano 55
2002), 7EIXFIE GL T, A A8 T 22 SR H R A SR B
3 3 47 1) T 2L 4R 15 CO, AT 25 s 13 8 ok 1 v K
43R F %% (water use efficiency, WUE) (Chaves%§
2009). AHELZTR, FEME R E R, A
It KA AT R COLME LURI FH, 56 2 25 4 7oA /M
A AR, SBWUERR 2 57K L B K (Dias 1
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Briiggemann 2010; Din%$2011). A 5 & BT £ 4¢
NS REGTFF LV ) TR 2 B e, 1X 5 T B3
LGk IR A6 FE 52 B A O (Kottmann 55 2014;
Merah%2017). LA b3 B3+ 5 a3 8B
AR FE RS, FES ARG B HHR. H
YA E N 5 AR R B 2 B R B S e
WG IMAREBK . KA BEPTT . B R
RIS X B T 4ERK P AL S
1R B3 A TR .

T2 B8 1 i PR AR PSILIY) & ¥ 7= & % PSIT™= A=
71 TH] 5200 (TattiniS5$2014) . 451 s i A8 b 4 3R
N8 1127 K52 W PSIL (Zhang £52011). Batra%s
(2014)UESE T M4 R GFIK 40 & B, 80U
IKHE— PG B 7 PSITHL TAEF AIPQI) P& 7E+
FWia T, MR E R B AEY) G RS TH
CHITF 2 ki, R EY S BOEEF
Pl v A U T R TR B DR R, PR R R
il O S 455 R 1) W S 4 B 1) £ 1 SGR (STAY-
GREEN)3Z il A5 52 i FL e i 32 4%, 4] 1 4
ST SRR E LR . A, SRR
B A F G 2 5 1 SRR PR o i, AT
2% | HAW) A BOd FE(Kaewsuksaeng 2011), Ashraf
FHarris (2013) & /N2 R A AL 5 T 5 %644

RUIER
IR

il

AEEMENE

==

BRR, X2 H T Z 50 REYE LR
S T P 3 1 A A 52t e R I S 21 B R R S 1 A
A K. JeAh, WA R0 A R EY)
Zrga/b i LLAE A R K ma, 1 HERIEY) B & Xt
T 5 0 i 52 M B % A 7T 43 (Jaleel 5 2009; Jain %5
2010). — LG5 el 4t f ) R E BUE4ERD LS
Y& e pt s AL AL 77 T A 4536 1R L, ok R Hh ()
IXFh s 52 i g2 = 0 H _E IR %2 (Ambavar-
am%§2014; Chintakovid452017), it 47K £ i) 31 5
P A] BE I8 o A I NADP(H) 165 F) FH 6 )l 38 B A
o PLEERM, T 5l FEAKPSIIT) &7~ E 5
Wi -2 35 5 D6 8)) 77 2%, a3k T - $RPSITHY FE 4% %,
XOCEAER PR . [, T 20 2=
B BRI A B A SR, T O B i 1,
RO 2% 2R AR A R PR I FE . ih 4k ZKabll
BB EAEDIN T 5 0 2 VAR O . il e il 45
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Fig. 1 Effects of abiotic stress on crop photosynthesis
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U5, AR 22 B R, A R A O T 1)
Frf e A Re g TR E A . & MAE
PR KT 6 & RGO Tl SRR 48k
R, AHAVN, ERCRR TR EERZ AR
TR i A HR A P T 2 ' T I A v LA ABA B
102 2GR 7 HE 4 i 7R T JOR T e R 2 e — A%
TR B (NADP) BT 5 73 /134, XA R
Gt 5 G AR TR I R BH G 3 X 5K, 45 5 BRE IR RO PR
& T — 2} (Hannaf1Nozik 2006), 7E R # fEH-4t &
(RIS EO G A VR F XU R Ge 45 0 1
N, A ER BT B B Re T AR AR R B
PR 12% (Walker 2009). 175 & 3 A1) G 4l
SRAAK S A IR IR R A5 L, C3AICAHE
WA R B R PR B 23 il B IR £1) 4.6% F16.0%
(Zhu%52010). BRIE—AM 4 E & R 1) HA% 7 2
e ROGIR I EE, DAY G TE R IGE Bl (Chen Al
Blankenship 2011). A T fif# hoix —[al @, 6 5o
S 3 3 R AR A R A ) IR B ek D i 0 R 4k
Z 411 R ~F (Mussgnug252007; MitrFlMelis 2008),
TR 1) 6 R A5 R 2R 22 G5 0T LATE k2> 2% T8I 117 ' 1 A
RSB LS 4 KW 1, A58 5 0% 2 1 40
PRI E 2 1oeRe . — MY RIS N AR
AT WL, — L W A A A R R I R 2R R A IR K
WL LT A 6(740~750 nm), MG IE B AT fif A7 5 2 KRH
e It) H A (ChenAliBlankenship 2011; Chen%52010).
— LB IR (19 G oK B AR © 8 HEAK HE B AT SRS SR
HALLHC, DM FH AR 254 T A K PR B2 4 3R
Jo B TREHAR AEY 5] N IX BeRE 57 (14 e K
LRGN RN— PR BB R EE R

2.2 Y555 PSIIFAFEBIAY Ut 75 BT[]

Je A A VR FH IR BE =R R, M E IR e e
1R 2 W I e & R BE 77, 1HE AT B8 R Th
Rx i 2 164547 (Ort 2001). 38 i TPSITR £k
RSP PGB IR S PSITID LR [ R A B
TR PS4 523 2 6 (i 45 (Long55£1994) . 4
SRIXAN T T (16 AR 2 B T PSILRICO, A4k 1)
RARBETE. FARET, w2 h e R Rk
BB, ek T — 8 BRE R, SR T L
R4 PSI A 2 A AR 2 5K T i /KPR,
- CO, IRk 7388 B Pk 52 75 2 — 5 R B[], 4

SR ) I, X T O LR G SR AR IO 5%
Bt A i 2= BR 1) 6 A ik [F) 4k, 9F HOX — RV 23 [
(IR ZE K (ZhuZ52004) . 3725 Nt 4l i
IF1) ' 288 36 I S5 925 R TN 3t 25 A 2R o i L 2 5 1)
1201 S B)E3N J1%, IR T 2 P OGE R A E
SRR )P, BRI 1 0 B S R 3 R A ) i
FRE TR & 4 0 DO AR TR R B IE
RAS (1] 8] (PSILAVEE 51 B T 8]), WIS F/F,
TESGARY T BRAREE /S, KA Bh T35 ik R] 4 40 ek
JE RSB EURSL, AT i A 7 B (Zhu52004) .
2.3 SINEAMCO KA

R aEMr e G ERSE R EE
VIR S BB R AR, e E B BK [R) 1k 1R B 2 BE
)3 72 i Rubiscoft 4k, 1H i T CO, M4 S ERubis-
co - 5a4HEH, DL Rubiscods B I AL R ZARAIK,
DAl 1t Rubisco JI1 42 i S 52 A1 5 W W mT DL o 2 vy
Rubisco & [ [ CO U FE R M, M TTTHE & 20E
77 & (Andersson 2008). —L A ER A E
2534k H COLIR AR AL, 451 1 W5 8 9 B 0K CO,
FE AL T COLIK4E LI (CO,-concentrating
mechanism, CCM), i itf 2 i 14 £, % RuBisco Jf &
[ & 4 CO,, MM 72 i 1 A 3% (Singh%5:2016)
UEiE AR TRETFBol i MM CCM R 48 5] AC31E
VIR N — P AR 3R SO C & R B T
(Hennacy fllJonikas 2020). 5 #/F 7838 id 3 X TR
T Bk TR T 19 1,5- B IR % B RE R AL 5N
HE a7 10 A 5 AT [ RuBisco, 51 N T4
ICCM ARG 4T T T ik, SEmfEW =247 F 7%
fill(Lin%5$2014). A5 B 70380 8 730 ) S A5 A R AR
PULECHED I B R s N SE I CCMIF 4 53, 43 BT
W4T B CCM 1) B2 20 4y 5o s CITEW e 1 F B
JIMIREIN, K IAAS O - f i G5 A (R A L R, 1
1 COME I AT LR R 60%, X 5 4% F ) AN
2 15 COLK 2 T B Jr CO, MG 2 ud; st Ah s
W RERW, B2 EANMARR I %A
TEF, WP #2128 A IR = 16% 6 61
F (McGrathf1Long 2014), T.f2 M B C2%: & 1E
FAATET P CCM, “BAIR . W4 FF =B IS 6 I
% CO,, & — MR RIS 715, Hulika T8
i B (Bellasio fl Farquhar 2019). K NFTA 75 B H)
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FERHAFAE T C3 R, C2HAAE I — ML
& e 8 R AR BE H], A S e AT i v s
i (Lundgren 2020). [l 1Ml § B4 1 12 D't P 05 3 i
1 B FEAR G P W A 1R E IR, LR AR 16 Il 5 [
ek ik w] DU #E 6 & ik R4 FIE AR K,
AR AR ' A A FH ORI O R IR 2 TR] 1) - £ (Lopez-
Calcagno®$2019). HuTtA TN @S HEH
ST 2 i e 471 11 B — ) AR R AT B AL, AE KRG
AL T —ANThEEME R C4R A%, (BAE ST 24 35
Z AT, KRB 7 A (Ermakova®52021) . 1E
RN T fiCOLMG AL Al b, 38 e 0k AH DG ik 4
GEAE)ZH i A 5 ) g b A B BRI, R A S
F LR Rafl DL f Rafl flRuBisco K WV 3&RbeL & &
PR R AR S5 K AT, R B RuBisco il 2H 35 Ak
2 Z UG 5 T, AN LHuE
Rubisco PA B 47 FI| T CO R A ML 5] NCITEY) fe %
e E A E R B 7 AR (Xia%52020).
2.4 ffiftRUBPEXIRRE
BEURAE B B A g 2 1A] 1) 23 BT 44 R e 2
H Rk B 85 5, SR AR EE T 284 B — R 5
BREKRICEA M E, DAY N T EAFH
B I IA s BRI GG AR 77 1 (Zhu 5
2007), ] 252 B A i il 2 TR] () 55 35 40 O A2 52 =
OB R TT T AT AE — W . A
RuBP [ A4 fi ) 2 IR il C3HE 400 &/ FH AE R A
FEAP 264 PR ER K. SEm Y RuBPF
A2 R TR RN AR AR IR B (R s COMRE 1)
) A5 Ak 2 — P A 24 ) 5 i (Kohler%%2017). RuBP
{1 P A T R i 52 3 fL AT A R O B S R
(photosynthetic carbon reduction, PCR)f§ ¥4 H 5 i
Pty (1) PR A1), a1 55 K B A - 1,7 - — 19 2 g (sedoheptu-
lose-1,7-bisphosphatase, SBPase) 15 i -1,6- IR
Fi#f(fructose-1,6-bisphosphatase, FBPase) (Raines 2003,
2006). | H 5L FIEAR LS A B A ACE B
IR T i B, A0 A PCRAJE B4 i 2 [8) (1) 5 5 4 i
Al LR T AE S IR FECO, KA EE T IO &
T % (Raines 2003), [K b B8 b {5 A7 ATP 5¢
NADPHR #i], 18 i34 i SBPase[1] i 14 14 JIRuBPH
AR 7], 2 FERuBP A 32 BB 1 0 264 R I
R EEE. HAMEA KR, Eid g Rk

SBPase fllFBPase [ 4k A BE i K . K. i
INFZ DL R A A T B A B N R LR
(1) E e 0 R 1) FE A K %5 (Raines 2006; Feng
££2007; Ding%5:2016; Driever2$2017), @il *fFBP/
SBPase(f)id ik, FIH 226 &/ LR,
RIS 3 R A EY) M RuBP A i 42 1 U 125 1&
i, AMY AT AR R AR SR COL MR L T = 254 T 2Bk A
T T 7 B AR, SR AR R SRR A i) R (1)
HETER.
2.5 ERSEATIRSS B
fE25°CHI M FT K RCOHKREE R, C3IMAGTEH
SE Wk AT B2 RGP IR T 451 2K 2930%, T HLX i 25
FR R /)N B 2 it P g T 86 I (Zhu 552010) - (A1,
FEIF IR AN Ay —FhnT DLd I SO kA = e A AL
R AL, kBT, Il S DGR E EE
HH ) R il Rk 1 e R B 0 o S P R e 2 A
KEGRITEME, HRABRIEERENREER
(Baumann#%1981; Somerville 2001). X iR, H/b
JCRFIRIEAT, M ICIEA R DGR IR H E] 4, I
B R 2R ST i 6 75 FIRuBP AR S 7 . 2R
T BT — AN BRI 55 1% S8 I e R IRGE AR 1 AN 2
FLAED G, X R BE AR IA BT RUBP &AL
A 2-E IR CERR, RN D Bk . BANRE BRI R,
GG IR IR Hh ] 44 AR 22 (Zhu%52010) . H AT 7ERS
WA v IR T RA R 3R OG5 B iR AT (1)
Kebeish 55 #%: 1 1 - K W i 11 1) & 1 8 73 e A
AR N GINAUNTE F A SR () £ IR AE 1
grAR A H I R T AR, PRI T B TH
FE, Jkb T CO, B IR BN G R, $2 1 1 HLFE I
156 A 1 AT A ) & 77 B (Kebeish452007) . (2)
Carvalho5% #%: £ EERRAE IS SE ARG R h i Ak 2
SRR, FIFEEA 2R, (HIX — AR AR
I FEJH B sz B (Carvalho%5:2011) . (3) Maier5% 4
%55 % I RF R CRERRAE W SRk vh 58 A Ak, 18
2R AR e B U R 57 100G & A A AR Y & AR
B 7 E (Maier£52012). X = iz 3 Geid M- 444k
O A B R DGR AE L, B R ORI
SEA A GEAR R CO,, 1X S8 )7 W AN [F] 2 Ak
TETEATR g 5 Ak S5 77 1 75 2K LA K BB O ol
BT A o (AR LB =FhE P 55 85 18458, — %
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RA MO RAE H ISR T 4 R S B A7
B N, Shen®%(2019) 7 H £ Jk [K 41 6 Fl i 4L,
RGN AE KRG 2 AR g S0 T — Mo DG e
W 55 (PR 9 GOC 55 ), LS mil A 1E 3 MK A B I
(Bl W iR A LB HR AL B AN i S AL )
FIEAL TS, SRR 5E 4= S8 A R CO, I AN P A58 S
S, JFEW] T GOCH (LRt s~ B A B35
K E IS . 28 LR, Sl 55 % T LLSE i fE )
A= 73, AEIX 5 TG IR e A R, A6
R TR T, bR Tz R
SEHTRI S, A RRIESE . Bt B2 TR AR
AR IR CO, 1Y) P[] 52 FEJEE A AR H L1

3 RK&RitaH

B AF IR 3R i AULF- D g D A2 R SRR
B R G PSR P AR AR T — A
P HINL Sy, AE R [ Sy e 7K AN G5 U A
o0 T, SEOLSE e A AF =R, Wl feks i
2R R TS E T RO A A
R IRIEHLET R, D66 I MO RER I
R AR Rl RN BERED AR, BRI
h KIS MR e R LR, £45 DA
FEBTE 1A BB R AR VDG BRI 84, B4
P RBOERE RGE R AGE F . 4 R PSITH
FEHA) S PRI 18]y ST N BRI COLRAAHLE . L
RuBP A8 1% BL K 5 OE IR 55 S5 I8 48 . R
kil AL & UL B i R AR B, XY
AR R AU H BB A RO, A D
S F AR SZ 4%, AT LR 6 S AF KR 30
ANSH, AERAS RO ISR, BLiR RO & 1F
PRI, FA BERIR B . AKX = 2% 2 A2
AL, RRAEWI e & SR bR 1 i R did
FOGREFIHIRCE . Sta TR B, R, B
T R 1) A D' e o R v 45 2 D T R, SN 9
R AR SR A R ), ELAESEILPA B
TERRCRIRAL I B AR, NMERaFIREMLE. 51
AW PR SRR S S AT ) 5 W B B AR
FB RN EITE S AR BT K e e #2 AL
B KRNI, A TARIEALE] . SEREFERILEL.
IS A R A T P LR R 4 R R I sh P05 T ik [+

L, IF H R Gr 4 imm s WA SEEEY g,
[ o L1 2SR i 2R A DA S s 2 5 = (S
M RL B 7T, DUREEDNE OG- R4+
B HEA R B 2R SHEA AT B
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