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Research progress in plant sugar transporter SWEETs’

SONG Chunhui, YANG Zijian, LUO Zhiyong, LI Changyuan, ZHANG Ruilong, LIU Liangyu"
(School of Life Sciences, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048)

Abstract: The synthesis, metabolism and transport of plant carbohydrates in different tissues and
organs of “source-sink-flow” are essential for the normal life activities of organism. Among them, the
short-distance or long-distance transport of sugars, such as sucrose, glucose and fructose, play a key
role in the “flow” from source to sink, the transport and distribution of carbohydrates require the
synergistic involvement of multiple cellular sugar transporters. Sugars will eventually be exported
transporters (SWEETs) exhibit diverse functions, participating in regulating important physiological
processes such as nutrient allocation, utilization, tissue organ growth, and development, as well as
responding to biotic and abiotic stress by maintaining or regulating cellular sugar levels. This review
summarizes the research progress in the basic structural characteristics, physiological functions, and
stress responses of the SWEETs gene family, which holds significant implications for understanding
plant cellular physiology and research areas like biotic breeding.
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i [ 72 Ry e K AL A 90 5 R AL 2L CIn AR A R R 19
il T SR 2 B DL RE M 1 T SO R v g Y b
Yok A5 W B o L, s G i 2 OB R s
PREE ST (B 1) X — e R R Ak P & G T 2
T S A SR X T 2R K IR S s ) OF Y Ok B 2 B
A HE ¥ 32 8 H (sugar will eventually be exported
transporters, SWEETSs) J& 87 & #8197 LA AIE o 4 2 0
W E MM — KM isEN . T A
it B K AL G Y S BE S OH s AL P o B AR 7 i
LM, XF SWEETSs 2 % (1) i 58 i J& 17 & 48 5
AR IR | o SAR I N R N ) ) S
)5 K () B s UK 4 45 E B 5% 32 2R ) (sucrose
transporters, SUTs) | 5L % %% iz 5 ['1 (monosaccharide
transporters, MSTs) fll SWEETs'*', SUTs Il MSTs i
iz o AR T AR R 57 LB R i, TR N Y
fRAHALLPE , MSTs R SUTSs B U9 2y = 2 13 ] 4% i 2 11
i Z2 % (major facilitator superfamily, MFS) , &
AR HE R A A LT, 3K 28 MFS s (R K 24 A TR
] % 32 1A R 7 3h ) e RS 1§ M. A
) , SWEBTs J&: — i i [i] §% iz {4 , &5 MFS §% iz
P A P, SWEETs AN T 5T 1 #8 4 HIL 1 52
BUEEIE . XA YR SWEETS [ 4 Jk X 41 % 2
E— L R A D) BE 73 B £ W, SWEETSs 45 14 75 1 777
W) A= B Gk AR RN 4R b0 Ve Dy T R R AR
FHY S PR, ok 30 48 5 DR A7 0 R ABR 52 1] B
SR AR = AR 7 R A R DT G S TR R Y
43 BE L I IF & AR AL BT VR W b A A, 1E
H95 A #5 fig W WS JRE B L T SWEETs 76 15 3 5l i
JEARAR A A S B BEAC AL R BT A AE AEAR 2 KA
AR LEIRE N A4 SWEETs 78 i Ak i 72 vp Y 25 ¥4 4%

-85 SWEETs
= SUTs

= Plasmodesmata

® Sucrose

11 : SWEETs Bl SMEFS 32 4 H 5 SUTs D M 2 8 H 5 SE
B 531 5 PP Ay ) B BE L AL CC o AR AN
B1 EREEMBREERSFHEHREY

fiE B K AL 5 W e 3z b i B R A PR, S H AR
AR B4 A W AR A W e 38 T 32 1 T T AT RE A
AR, LAE B W58 4 1 AR ) A 0 A P K Ak
AP R A s A R

1 SWEETs 5 & #9 45 # 454 R # 1L

1.1 ZHE

20104, Chen 45"/t F 9¢ Y 34 fE 1 54 % (flu-
orescence resonance energy transfer, FRET ) £ R 7 #]
R I (Arabidopsis thaliana) W 5 5& H — g U b %
B M, fir 4 4 SWEETs, % 5% 42 8 14 Al LR 45 ik i
8 HF 2 B SRR N W S R G L ) 5 R R s
SWEETs 2 5 2 Fi /L Wy 24 0 B 1 IR 4%, X 5 FL ARk
(2R o = dE S5 A A DG . B RN R A% 42 ) SWEETs
A5 A 7R3 A4S B A AL 8, SR ZE ¥ SWEETS
B X A SemiSWEETs” , A # iy &2 , E & £ Y
SWEETS J2& FH 41 B /Y 2 1~ 3 YK 5 25 # 4k (TM1-3 A1l
TMS-7) VL e TAS A RSF () TM4 ¥4 %, f#f SWEETs J&
BLU3-1-3745 K o L, FOR% SWEETs v fig & i &
il Bl 5 DA S A% A2 40 SemiSW EETs #E Ak i 3k ',

SWEETs il SemiSWEETs H i 1 25 #4) hy i 57 %%
iE AL AR T LA AR I A A
X i 3z 35 Pk 2 S B A 5k 3 . KR (Oryza sati-
va) OsSWEET2b 7 H: i 78 45 4y b 4 4 3K o % 2% HE
B ) R = SR A AR T RE R HEK 293 T 45 AM R 4K
Z T Ao A B AN SE I B 0E T SWEETS 1] fig JB
R VR B S VR 2 R ROk B as B2 AtSWEETI3
il R 25 R E 2017 AF B AR BT, SR 10 > 24 5 R vk
FEJ W AR B AN 46 4 bl S EEE L 2 )2 TrpS8.
Asn76. Asn54. Serl42. Metl45, Leu23. Asnl76.
Ser20. Asnl96 1 Trp180, H: 7' Asn54. Metl45,
Leu23 1 Asn176 /& Jit ¥ 3% £ 14 £ 55, o 7F SWEETs
FE e B R SE R o BT DI S 0 5 AT BE X
SWEETSs %312 JIT ¥ 11 356 £ 1 b 52 1) el 78 2 IR o G
(2 B R SWEETS 1Y 95 — M AE & H i i C
K i B % W i RR AL B4 . It Ah, PN C oK S AT AR
R RS R A AR A0S S A s T R FEAE T R
BRI 53 F LA A W 5
1.2 #LREMEESE

SWEETs & i 16 A [l ) F 22 8] 22 S AR K . e
1 T %f 3 249 4~ 7-TMH SWEETs #il 3-TMH Semi-
SWEETs #F 47 [ AfF 5% vh '), i S 25 (I fE SR (Al 9 4
RO B L A sh A R R R B A A3 S Dl 44.4%
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24.6% .12.9% . 12.7% F1 1.2%, 7 & 4= B R
Az RN H A 2 T R B LB <1.0%. TERGEK
H L R IT SWEETs 43 R 4 43 3 (43 3 1L,
IV) I JE S 1519 4y % T %K i AtSWEETI | AtS-
WEET2 fil AtSWEET3 3t 3 /4~ 51 5 40 S MW K A
AtSWEET4, AtSWEET5. AtSWEET6, AtSWEET7
M AtSWEETS8 3t 5 4> J§ 5 5 43 SC L K R A AtS-
WEET9. AtSWEET10. AtSWEET11. AtSWEET12,
AtSWEETI13  AtSWEET14 fil AtSWEET15 3t 7 4~ i
B HIVIE K KA ACSWEETI16 il AtSWEET17
2 A BB o AN [R50 6 Ml o B 1 e A AN ) 2 )
SN R AE HE Ak b B2 30 3 28 B R BT & 1
WK 4y S T 5% % SWEETSs HL 2] 4 4 #8912 1,
Ja AW IR E R Z R e 2 R, Sosso
ST B B Sl M B G B 1 RE 95 A JE B N R B R
Cani) 2 2225 B ClnFp 7 R AE ) i 5 B8 i

SWEETs 7¢ sh ¥ #9014 A= 1 vh 359 AR 5 U
AR T AZ A= W) A sh ¥, SWEETS 75 #i 4) 4K 19 ) -F-
B Z A IR . 75 I BR T 2k L (Cae-
norhabditis elegans) ) CecSWEET1 I N\ (Homo sapi-
ens) i [ 5. 55 11 HsSWEET #% iIF W J& 3 29 4 4% i
T SR T K R i SWEETS 8% %8 5 hy 7 25 0 4
16 B B0CE R i B A TN B Mus mus-
culus) M NZE v HAG 14 SWEETs 3£ [N, /5 9 1R 1
SWEETs A 51 Ak 2% H /e Sl /g JF /K f L 2
(Vitis vinifera) fl K 5. ( Glycine max) H 43 3 iIE 5
T 17.21.6 F1 524 SWEETs £ X, A% 3¢ % i ) )
R JF SWEETs % |1 /9 & 48 & & W W & 2 s .
SWEETSs 5 J& 1 53 0] LA 3z T W 4 780 0 SRS 4 25
W, B s R s s . [ — ¥ R SWEETS
KR 5L AE AN [ 41 20 i Rk A ] : AtSSWEET9
SE N UL I AL RO AR S W 5 ALS-
WEETI3 FLEMANEBIRMEL, €M THEN
BE A8 B 1S /1Y s ASSWEETI11 F1 AtSWEET12
FERDTIE By BE 3k , A Fh FUE 2K

2 SWEETsHEHEMERETE

21 SE5MFHREIEE

S T 10 D PR 200 i 30 R S T RE A 1) 3
= 3 3 B 1R 22 e R FH 5 AMA ) B 4 2k
ML B P Fh b, 4 K (Zea mays) 585 2 (Solanum
tuberosum) ML FE IT 55 , F) Bz ¥4 v BE 240 Jf i) R A
it SWEETSs M 4 fifd J5 i H 30 55 A4 227 SR 5, RE A
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B2 3k SWEETsEHM AL L BN

Bl ILHE IS R N T AMAR IR, I e 8 B - R
e, Fi e 48 B PR ] 2105, L 4h , SWEETs il SUTs
FEFP T2 30 B T R A EIE R VE Y FE Bl O
i, AtSWEET11  AtSWEET12 fl AtSWEET15 X 34~
FEVEHE 12 26 (1 2 5 0 D Fh B2 20 IR vh i e 32, K AeS-
WEETI1 . AtSWEETI2 I AtSWEETI5 3£ A 9 75 )5
G 75 PR 3 B HY P I G B B 51 Rl 3 16 T AL
A FRA . FE KB I F i (Solanum lycoper-
sicum) G, SISWEET15 19 7% P 76 Fl 1 v o B i
L 5 B AR R RD T A L, SISWEET1 S JE [H 98 75 (K 4
B8 TP R AR T 90% , SISWEET 15 B AT B M %
i?ﬁﬁ D] UM A 2 i SR S 0 8 o 14
B, TR S S R

2.2 %5*&%&’{:7&%‘

BE AT DL AT MR A A KDY R SR T Y 17 A
SWEETs i 61 /' , AtSWEET2 ., AtSWEET16 fl AtS-
WEET17 {i; T AR MBI 12 ASWEETI16 3 A
T2 A AR J5 S TR A M e 3k, a6 AR S 4 R vt
s ASWEET16 76 -+ 5 W 38 T 52 i 45 4 ] 4R 119
R . A JE 4 S TV K% G R B AtSSWEET17
IV 41 5E 37 FI ASSWEET16 — FE |, 58 A7 T AR A4 & 16
FEE, tH AtSWEET!17 3K J5 23K ) 19 B-D-# %) 5 17
PR it ( B-glucuronidase, GUS) % A 32 EEFEAR QX FAR 1
B X Fe IR 7E Bl AT R R AR AR 1 X4y T
P56 H AN 525 L JIE W] AtSWEET16 Fll AtSWEET17
AT DAAE OB L B S R — SRR B 3 vl R A
AR T 25 0 L 3G R R #EVEHT . Chen 261 PIA
b ASSWEET 11 REW %2 A= 8 18 Ak, X Fh 48 46 386 5 T
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AtSWEET 11 1Y JE 0% iz i % P, DT 2 2 1 0 ) AR
{328 B, 2 T 2 T R A AR AR K . Loo Y
FET2MERRG, & T A9 8 AR 64
00RO AR A Y s R A TE S AR AR AR AR
i 7 ¥ Fl SWEETs HL4% iz 25 (1 T AR Al HE 51
2.3 M HEEIET 6

WA IZ R (ribonucleic acid, RNA) Tt AtSWEET4
LR 5 5 SO PRE /I, 0 250 W5 R0 B RIS, 1
W2 R i B A T 2o B AR A ASWEETIS
BE R T U R 52 BE K SAG29 Bl & B, BE & M H
3% %, SAG29 e U AE It J vh i) 3Rk Bl T
B J& AtSWEETIS 3 PR v Fr 11 3 2 ) A HL AR & 15
MIVEF , A A WA A iE
24 FEEBEAEHIIIEE

A6 B 0] B TRl A R KRR L, AtS-
WEETS . AtSWEETI3 X i ¥ I fE ¥y kK & 2 X &H
B W ASWEETS (rpg 1) 3R 2878 I, 46 93 B 15 7%
9 AtSWEETS Fll AtSWEETI 3 K& R X 58 25 4 rh
TR 1 T B PERRAR, S 250 A AR R B DD
VLK AT, AtSSWEET13 5 AtSWEET 14 i [H] PR 1
B, LR IT ASSWEETI3 M AISWEETI4 3
AR S5, WG AR AR I A By 6 13 K, 7 AtSWEETI3
M AtSWEET14 % P WU 5E A2 (A& vh ] DL iy AtSWEETI3
5 AtISWEETI14 5 K ) J5 3h) 7 9K 3] AtSWEET13 5§
AtSWEET14 3% ik 1 [l #b . 3£ B] AtSWEETI3 |
AtSWEET14 7168} 1) & B ilt /R,

LW UK AR A W R o B b R R AR
AtSWEETS 78 46 8y B & 19 30 v Bt & 48 V6, 76 0
BACKY 1 i B 2R IR VAR B R e FL B a2 2 i
AR AtSWEETO A T M 5 i2 , 2 5 L%
B 53 Wh o AE P A= RS W v, E M AE T A T AR R AE
U e R ZH U0 B A A 2% R A v R T RE 2 4L
JIT A 40 b AR AT UE A DUAR, ASSWEETO 1] REAE by 2
P W 3 W6 1 OQ B e a2 B 1, 0 ST 40 OB 9 IR
WO HETFAE I R B I, ALSSWEETI0 3 [H i % ik
HI AR B AL R SR AtSWEET10 3 [H 58 78 &
WA W A T A6 8, ASSWEET10 76 3 5 T 46
W VE i 75 iE— 20 5T

3 SWEETSs M ¥ 4 4 i i

R 5 TR 7 Y T A M R A SR S H AR
KRN B4 5E L 4 B RN B e R IR BE 08 4 S R OIS
SWEETs 3 N Rk 14 2= 35, 1 A 1 Jg& G 355 457 40 iy

R B 43 0 DAGE BV R R B Y Y 2 Al T R
Jst B (4K R B PR AT T (Xanthomonas oryzae pv.
oryzae (Xoo) ) )4 W i %F F (U /K F& F AT 1€ ( Gossyp-
ium hirsutum) ) , 30 35 55 3 B0 W R GE 7 Wb, BEFR N
T 5% 301E B F 28 % W Al F (transcription activator
like effectors, TALE) & 4 (4 8 b 4 F**", TALE i
i 5 SWEETs 5 P i3 2l 1 19 00, 25 43 7T F (effec-
tor-binding element, EBE ) ¥ 55 45 &, M\ 177 4 i [H] U
SWEETs 5[] ) #3554, 53X — 45 48R T AE ML)
5590 JE A By e ) A Ak ek AR 3 OB B 42 KT g
Pri g B X EEN MO R3S,

Vascular tissue

Apoplastic space
e
N\JAL effector\ D \QSug-ar Sugar =
? a \% : )
% e
SWEETSmﬂm, Sugar _ Sugar_

=
\ Transcriptszrm-t. -
[ \ ==
S Mesophyll cell

§

I I I = ]
EBE site SWEETs _ Nucle

T TALE %6 5E 3006 B 7 28 808 K 1 5 Xoo
TR FE B B M FT I s EBE RN 45 4 7T
B3 TALE 3 4 FR 8 T 9% IR B % SWEETs B /&
,ﬂ;}gﬁ[sz]

7£ SWEETSs # % & 0 Wi % 32 1R Z /i , B 1 i AE

Yy K T8 o XA13/0s8N3/OsSWEETI1 3 X i ) 1 %
A5 RE 0% W T R bR X R A2 AN R K RS B R R R T PR
FE 5 2 0 R 6 4 S PR B0 KRS B B AT
B 43 W6 1Y TALE Al LA 5 OsSWEETI11 3 M 5 31 7 b
) EBE 4% &, I 1 34 75 OsSWEETII %&£ [H i) % 35 .
OsSWEET 11 £ [ K b i 12 31 g 41 3 o LA A5 i 1
TR AR R R R h T OsSWEETI %
A A 8 F 1) TALE 5% @ Bk OsSWEETI11 % N )5 8 1
W EBE, #0 fil 38 3 4l bk X i B BR A B DY . (1
OsSWEETI1 &M )5 8 F 45 & oo 1R e 2 i M ik, Lk
& B B KR F TALE A9 B8 bk, G 36 416 Bt B i He A
TALE (4 B ¥k 5% . 25U, XA25/0sSWEET13 3 A
F14) B P 45 37 35 DA e 38 B0 1 6 5 0 K R PR AT B
AR R BUE S R N m I E A A
84~ & KL R Ak Y 22 7. AL, Os1IN3/OsS-
WEETI4 £ R 0] L) 4% B it TALE 9 B A% 38 2 AH {21
B 5 ST, B BR SH0 ) OsSWEET14 % K 3% 3k #6
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Il (ol A AR 0 X B AR R B B AR TR,
H 1 © 1 89 7K % SWEETs 43 3¢ ILIE % % % 5t OsS-
WEETI1 . OsSWEETI1b . OsSWEETI2, OsSWEETI3
OsSWEETI4 1 OsSWEETI15 £: [N #BE 0% 8 A T4 1%,
i) TALE 306 26351 AT v AR K IAE S i TALE
G OsSWEETI2, OsSWEETIS 5 OsSWEETI1b &
PRI A A et 28 o B AT T AR o

FEXLF AR T, 48 0 R B SWEETS AF A B 4%
B E S B . W AE K (Manihot es-
culenta crantz) ¥, 41 B # B B M # (Xan-
thomonas axonopodis) ¥ ¥ 1) TALE W] DL 4 5 14 3%
% MeSWEETI10a 5 [F, W\ Tfij 42 /&5 4 P 1) 55l | 1%
RARFAMEHEEE IR EMAE T, 4078 NG R
il B (Xanthomonas citri) BEFL W) TALE W 4R 5 1k
WG GhRSWEETI10d 554, 38 I Ad vk 19 & 18k, % &
HAE AR BE R0 5 A2 LR O P, 4B T A R R
(Pseudomonas syringae) W £ DC3000 1 fig il i
TALE |8 AtSWEET4 . AtSWEETS5 . AtSWEET7 . AtS-
WEETS . AtSWEETI10 . AtSWEETI2 F1 AtSWEETI5 &
(1% i RNA (messenger RNA , mRNA ) 7K F , K~ fE
W43 S IO 5 0 R R0 28 T 5 804 32 b, JF B3k
s Pk 3Z #8111 DC3000TIT %Y 43 1 € A5 1A (AhreU) AN 1B
W5 TR ALSWEETs J R b () 3 Fp , KB SWEETs
mRNA = JF DA IR

SWEETSs AN 76 4 -5 40 v AH B A F b 493 38
B R SR A A YR B BT A . FELRE O
e AR A W) 25 AR i 1 (Plasmodiophora brassicae)
8 it R 5 E B ACSWEETI1I Fl AtSWEETI2 3
RSB, 5EEMEEL T KRBT ELR.
Walerowski 25X} AtSWEET11 M AtSWEET12 F&
X5 A8 A 1) B 5 3 ], JFC O g 5 67 1) 0 A8 B sl 2>
TR E 0 K S ; Gebauer %510 2 B 3 26 X 2
SR R A 2 B HH 6T L B 25 2 R JH B ( Colletotrichum
higginsianum ) {HUYE X PP T K4 IR E 44 .
FEKAGE T, OsSWEET14 R 1) 4% 35 68 1% 1A 4 4 pk %
L ST RS 22 4% B (Rhizoctonia solani) W HiE , A B T
B 1k 7K R SOA 95 1 & A o 3 3R 3K OsSWEET14 3£
235 BE Y AR R S PR G, DA T $ s K R X 7K A 2L
il (R B AELTR] A, 25 AR R 19 7= . oKk
B BRI (Ustilago maydis) 12 YL W 2 -5
M F o, ZmSWEET4a . ZmSWEET4b F1 ZmSWEET11a
R FEL FE . H 2 (Ipomoea batatas) Ib-
SWEETI0 K& PR & 5 1 A Bk X5 B B 9 961 4 7 B (Fu-
62

sarium oxysporum ) W HUVE ; 5L ik IBNSWEET10 %
23 UM PR 0 RERE KPR L DT 42 i BT RE D 5 40
il IbSWEET10 % IR B 3 35 2 (0 Rk #9780 /K F L
Tt BEAR PO AR Y o A A R Y B TE K R A 1
(Botrytis cinerea) J5 , VWSWEET4 RN 1 R i5 W # F
A, SRR 17 A 100 I 32 30 L TR W o
(Pythium irregulare) & Yt W}, 5 17 1E H3 40 i W 10 )it
L0 ASWEET2 £ ) 3R 3K 25 1 3% R, i 5 6
%) W 5 az i W O 2B OB Ab HE o A4cS-
WEEET2 3 P i 25 58 742 1A X ey )5 25 19 B0 1 W 25
REAR o b A, B TA 24 B I E R I (Golovino-
myces cichoracearum) W] Dl % 5 AtSWEET4 ., AtS-
WEETI2 AtSWEETIS Fl AtSWEETI17 3 [H 1) 1515,
75 B T2 LR WD 38 T, B I K K 85 (Trichoderma
harzianum) &4 23 T BUR & W« AISWEET11 Fl AtS-
WEET12 K& A Y 4 2% 5 5 B, 300 1 26 0% 74 3t 5 i
AtSWEET2 %& PR i1 3R 35 4 b T, 4 30F 9k 00 W i i
WS B E TE (Medicago truncatula) SWEETs 7
PR 5 A TR A AR T T AR TR A
TR AP L, B DA T AR A AR W AR B T AR PP
JSUAR R 285 K NS, i LB R A Y i T AL B L BR
NG T W SR VR 7/ R SR A S i 4 S S N
L 5 B $UAR T, MeSWEETb 3% [ 78 W 5 1) % iz
o AR R E AR, R R AR O R L H
FELE R AL AR JE A 5 &R rp i/ F LA TU AR

2 L ik , SWEETs 5 Ji 1A 1) 15 9 i 1 3L [+)
HEAL Y I B Py TS [E) AR TRV AN [ Y
JEAR A I 2 JE A5 R, L] BE 23 1 A E K
JR BN I AR S R GBI Y, 2RI RE RN T
A W 398 5 7 X R A R R R A

4 SWEETsZ 534 Y ihia

M) 28 % 52 B 1 5 R0 i I S A5 R AR A
S RS T SERED O R i K7/ NI RA R s = D ata o N | B2
M, S B0 A= 7 A7 TR R, DT R 4 BRO
AL TSROV 43 B 2 Y SWEETs 1 b b
B 3 A 5 R e 390 T 30 1 ) 7 %% U0 AR G FEAR )
R 396 1 v Al A AR
41 FEB

PRI L R R AR T SWEET11 SWEETI2,
SWEETI3 F SWEET15 3 [H (1) 5% 55 7K 7 A2 F 49 Je
S OB R 2B 2, B4 0 AE AR ) T 5 EROK RS DA i 2] AR
MRS NI AR AR 1 & B, nde TR ha T,



KA WS - AL W) W 5 12 26 11 SWEETs B ¢ ik

54

AtSWEETI] Fl AtSWEET12 3 [F & 15 184 5, {12 1E 1 b
] K 32 4, 5 AR R AR K B R 0 AR S L R
TRPUPE T WO E AL AtSWEET17 3 45 5
WE5 S (0 M 2R A RS54, A i T 5 a3
BT SR T A ) b ot %3k ASWEET4 Fl AtS-
WEETI6 %5 P 25 U B AR 8, 1 58 i 52 40

JKFE OsSWEETI3 Fl OsSWEET] 5 % [F 18 1 8 45
REMEI s Mo i, B 50 T S 00m R 5 B oK Zm-
SWEETIb 3£ K HA7 1E 0] P8 345 S FLFF R A6 L vl g
X K4y F 8RR A Y ZmSWEET Sa 3 [H 15
TR a2k AR 3R (Malus pumila)
MpSWEETI17 B R AE $2 S P B0 7 1 R #5452
EHT,

42 i

FEER W0 S5 F T Bt T 4R T T AtSWEET!
AtSWEET?2 . AtSWEET4 . AtSWEET14 FI AtSWEETI5
R FRERE, WIHEF T KK OsSWEETIb. OsS-
WEET7¢ M OsSWEET15 5[/ ity #2357,

LR W38 35 S A 1) SOME B AR 2R A 2 (fructoki-
nase-like proteins2, FLN2) #& H i i [ fIk 4:S-
WEETI11 Fl AtSWEET14 3£ R 1) 3 15 &, 52 W A AR 1l
DA 5 R 4 B TR AR R EA R R, R R
AtSWEETI5 # AtSWEET16 5& PR {d1 # bk % &5 £ R 5%
7 P ARG, 1 AtSWEETIS Rl AtSWEETI6 3 R 58 A%
M) e B A B AR M FLAR &R TR M D 3 A
Jns AN AE R R A ER R, BRI ZmSWEETI Sa
JE K R JK B8 B9 OsSWEETI13 . OsSWEETIS % [H Y %
Sy R UNTE DIV g R S R R N SERC
WE G 32 1 707
43 REMNE

PURE IF T SWEE T 3 DR % 4 90 1% TR M b 4 i
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