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Abstract: Light not only provides the energy source for photosynthesis, but also serves as an important
environmental signal regulating many processes of plant growth and development. Due to the sessile na-
ture, plants must constantly sense and monitor the changes in the surrounding environment, coordinately
adjusting their growth and development to obtain a better chance of survival. Plants must deal with light
stresses such as strong light, ultraviolet light and shade, and notably, accumulating evidence shows that
plants adjust their responses to environmental stresses according to their light conditions. In this review,
we summarize recent research progress on how plants respond to light stresses and how light regulates
plant responses to abiotic stresses (including high or low temperatures, drought, and salinity). We also dis-
cuss the questions that are crucial for a further understanding of the crosstalk between light and abiotic
stress response pathways in plants for future research. Undoubtedly, further investigation and ultimate
elucidation of these questions and others will not only shed more light on how plants respond coordinately
to their environmental signals, but also facilitate the molecular design and breeding of the crop varieties
with improved solar energy utilization efficiency and enhanced stress tolerance.
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A RAEYE A K RE RV, IE/F N E
THPAESE S, WiTEE KM ERZ .
Yoyt as i RN R AE 5 ), g I A
JREE A TS R, SEBLH LR S B IR A
Koo EIXANRE A, FE YA [F] 100 32 AR
B AR B, I fE 5 T i sl
AR E R HE R

P T SL 1 A IR, 0 2 I 21
R e S 00 I 5 ) AR AL, I AR A S5 1 A2 4K
WEASERKERN. Y5 e =
HAEMERKKE, FEAEE- L E5ET . A
[HE LU A BTG/ Y27 BEINE =Y./ 5 S I R 7/ B EIN
B S ) I, REAIEE L Y BE IR S R 2% (R AL 1
T H SR E LIRS B S

TSR AT ORI, R L H RIS
BOGE S 5AREDE G SZ A, SLFRMA
YRR T . P i AR Y 5 e
TR TR GE G AT 5 R R A AR A
iy 36 M LA A B T 5 R AR R 06 BE R 3 e i
Pk, eI SR A B G N AE ). N T A
T A QAR P R NS T S AR B e
{557, BAKCEE RN HiU Jo A ) 2 X 398 353 i 3 F #F
78, M8 B G REA 2 e ot v s /e, A&
@ EPOPIRE SIS R RNl Eatitk7/bupuibs 3 BER ) v N
i A BIE FE, R ol A A5 8 S KT 1R R P2 Tt e
BEAT A, FFX i s A e did Hh e 2

1 RESHSERRE

TP R FH e 52 44 J S JE L ) e 3R 8%, Bk
i~ GRS JGE T A . B 2R (phytochr-
omes, phys) /& HE 4 & F1 216 (R: 600~700 nm)Fl izt
ZL)6(FR: 700~750 nm)f{)E32 4K . physZ 5%
AN, AFERh AR g2 R
FNFFAE %5 1ok F2 (Cheng %5:2021; FranklinFl1Quail 2010;
Legris®2019; Li%F2011), X T AEK K E 2R H
Lo B I SFOG LA R (phyA~phyE), HHiphyA
J& T IR O AFR o &) Bt 2%, phyB~EJ& T 114
OtFa 5 B B 2 (Cheng£5:2021; LegrisZ2019;
LiZ52011). JGH R HAAPR (EME)MPr (EiEME)
2R AT AR A B, B3R LOG-m AT i .

[ 1t {4 % (cryptochromes, CRY s) ] Yt 2 (phototro-
pins, phots)AJ LA 1% H1320~500 nm ) [X 45, Rl
BB AR INEA (UV-A). UF T L
FLFE2NN B2 WG I 2 AR FR T 1R (CRY LHICRY2),
CRY 1 EEA 5N FEOCHE SRS, MCRY2
F S 50 A IR T AL [ A G % B AR )
fi 5 14t (Ahmad A1 Cashmore 1993; Guo2%1998; Wang
FLin 2020; Millar 2016), CRYs7E BG4 LA
Hoae A PE LI B4R A7 AE, OGRS, CRY's
WO B FYE — SRR SR SR AR, S 7 5 &
FSE AT, BF TR #2065 5 0 R Rk
Je T2 i R (Wang252017). AN, SR IF 452
MEER G 6, 70 NPHOTI (phototropin 1)
MIPHOT2, FmBAEY)— R A K B LR, dEme
PE. mgRizEsh . 6 3 AL IR A ek
(Briggs%5$2001; Christie 2007; ChristieZ$1999). F-box
A KRN R ZTL (zeitlupe). FKF (flavin binding,
kelch repeat, F-box protein 1)FILKP2 (LOV kelch
protein 2)# & BLEA 5 106 3K = AR LOV 45
P38 (Christie51998) . ZTLi@ I LOV 4 {45 & i
R HERWIEARGEDIN S 5. ZTL
FKF 1/LKP2/E Jy W6 32 A8 5 /i 8 8 A6
W) 77 N & Hiz R B R A B, 2 2
524 K &K B (NelsonZ52000; Somers 25
2000). UV-B (280~320 nm) )52 A UVRS (UV re-
sistance locus 8)F 124/ & B (Rizzini%2011), UVRS
BOLBEOE G, AR IR 2 [FUR = SRR AR R N
AR BEYE PR AR, J3 BhUV-BIAKIR B TS AR
EAERIRZ, WEERH Y, UVRSA T
UV-BfE 5 I8 B 7E D e b 342 Or ~F 1 (Han%52019c;
Podolec%52021b; Qi%52022).

TESCIRAAE T, physFICRY sl 411 55 2 T
A A SR BRI R X7 135 7, BICOP1/SPA (con-
stitutively photomorphogenic 1/suppressor of phy4-105)
=& W)HFIPIFs (phytochrome interacting factors) (&
BB A 8 (Jiao%%2007; LaufiDeng 2010), COP1
s — /i b AR ST I E3Z RGN, 51
WEKKBERIZ N EREFERERE THE. B
W), 1E BB % FCOP1 5 SPAE ATE A
HY), WL 26SH B IR AT B OGRS E e
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K7, WIHYS (elongated hypocotyl 5), MMy #1l] )'t
T4 2 (Deng 25 1992; Hoecker4:1999; Osterlund
££2000; Zhu%2008). HYS5{E NbZIP (basic leucine
zipper) ZK G R 1, ROCTEABR A O AR 2E
“F(GangappafliBotto 2016; Koornneef%:1980; Oya-
maZ£1997; UlmZ52004; Xu 2020). HY55COP1#)
FHEAE R IOUE T R e b
HYS5H] g AN 5 3+ FACEs (ACGT-
containing elements) 5% G-box Jt /4 (Bursch 45 2020;
Gangappaf1Botto 2016; Li%52011), M5 F 4
E K. PIFs)® T bHLH (basic helix-loop-helix) % ji&
ek, AERBIE R ER R, R A R o
IR 7 EGHSRAE T, phys 5 PIFS & AW BEAH B
ﬁfﬁﬁ#' G PR B R AN R, AT AR B XSO
A5 B A i I (CastillonZ£2007; Khanna%s
2004; LeivarZ£2008; LeivarfllQuail 2011), B4k, Y6
Aefy /- FCRY s S5 PIFsAH ELAE FH, $ PIFs 1) % 53
KEMWﬁﬂTﬂ%%EkN&ZM@%MM&T
2016). [ ith, J6i0E fphys MICRYs# | T COP1/
SPAE GV HIHH S 6 WSS 1, AR GRS
iﬁkiEﬁf.?ﬁDHYS HIAR R I8 30 FiiLfaE
T, R PR PIES 1) d (= B s ) e s
‘@, DA T 24038 ' e J87 5 A ) 2 3 (Cheng 552021
LaufliDeng 2010; Li%$2011; PaikfliHuq 2019; Qi%%
2022). fEEIEH, PriE U phys & A T 40 i,
PIF1 5COP1/SPAI E3iZ R IEHEN B & YA HAEH,
FEHG R HLE3 V2 2 B M 1t AP ARHY 5. 172D
HESEAE T, SPAME A 22 IR/ 75 2 IR B, T A EL#:
IR LPIF1. SPALXS TPIF1HIGiE SRR (L. 2
FAANH J5 IR AR L TR A, PR K phys
TR 2| A iz, phys SPIF1AISPALAH AR, 1
SEPIF 1) S AN PUE BRI . COP1/SPAIR 441
SRR ALY A IPIF, A FpRodz S0 I id it 268
A B AR R AR PR AR, DT AR 1 D' T 345 2 i (Zhu 5
2015; Paik%$2019).

2 KAESEITEYHRIEF SRR

21 AEREHXR
DM AN JEE R AR B A o R D b o R A A 2R
KA F2MZ OB T KA Y5

ft 7oA geE, HEEE &G O R 2
SR MEMNAERKKE . Hik, BARFHHEY =
I 20 8% 52 5 5 1 B TR AR A SR T B S AR KR
H (Casal fllBalasubramanian 2019), 4, f1-F
Il vy KL 42 ) S 4, AR Ak AR A AR W 21D
A 5 A AR B (Qi%52022), T H. L Ji) [l A 45 F) i
FEHAH R FRAIS . MU DG B AR 55 I, A AR Bk
e B[] I 3 S PR BRI PR ) S e A . ek
2 (PR YR R B, MR T RE NS [ I R R
Wa) 2RI AT 5 R DA S 4 3 8% 5 IR
FER A4 .
22 HiES iﬂE’Fﬁ%i‘HﬁEme’] i 5

RS2 Eﬁ”mﬁ%ﬁii&ﬁ B AED = 2 1)
ﬂFi%ﬂi}LZ—o JoIR AL 5 M HELA) 1 400 PR R V5
%*ﬂ‘?ﬁ‘ﬁ/ﬁ(ROSﬁ/\%’i% RANEH R, R
B B RRGI 7RI 2 Rl A ARl A= 72 7. A2
2o 7 A YL DU SRR PR, 1T
SR YT 4 7 0, IR IRAE 5 FOBE 5 s
AR X TS s A A A 1 2R DG EE

IR B 8 3V IR s AR A B 15 Sl g, Hop
CBFs (C-repeat binding factors) & Y45 ik A
MR B SR R 1o S Y0 SRR B 18 B, CBFs
WOE CORFER R AL, VLJE Bl Jiie ¥4 e v 35k [A] 1 58
1K, T 5 A0 T IR P 3 R 52 B8 77 (Ding 552020
Shi%$2018). SHLFF I AR P2, KAE RIS
#8COLDI (chilling tolerance divergence 1)54% &+
55 JH I ST HL NI 1 5 7K R PR ¥ P4 (Ma%§:2015)
bHLH 5% Jii #% 5% A -7 1CE1 (inducer of CBF expres-
sion 1)5 H.E37Z H % HOS] (high expression of
osmotically responsive gene 1) H{E NCBFRE R
liﬁ'lﬁlﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ.¥ NI ALEEE/ENRSES

5 W 38 1 T 52 B8 77 (Chinnusamy %% 2003; Dong %5

2020,(31‘ 2022).
221 RESHES»SERESHITEDEK

NS ARTER A YT 2 o R 1 HERIEH,
Bl C R AT LS S A G AR DG 1) JE R Rk, 1
SR PR ¥4 P (Olsen51997) . HidphyBAE
BHYER2 4K, 1@ C/DRE (C-repeat/dehydration resp-
onsive element) il =X /E FH 7oA/ S 605 53R 5 5
F A 1Y 1A (KimZ5E2002), 5] B $2 & A 20 4 N AN
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IR P05 1 11 5 B AT 184 528 L i ¥4 PE (Arico562019b) .
fKR:FR G b BRI, 2 it DA phy A f iV 07 205 5
HYSHIR R, LIAKHYSS5ABIS R8T EHERLE A, fil
% RBOHI (respiratory burst oxidase homolog 1)K ¥fi
PEH,O, 17 A= SR 38 5 it 7% 1R (abscisic acid, ABA)f5
5, IR T e Aixd FE4 [ 52 P4 (Wang%52018) .
WOLRe e 15 3 CRY 25 I BFff, WL 5, BEIR
% A I CRY 255 [ 7E22°CH 1R AN Fa i (Shalitin 2%
2002), 1 A B 5T B I A CRY 25 [ A2
JE %, CRY27E16°CRf AT E (MaZF2021), HIEA
Joh 38 R EDOR RF A2 8 (Li%F2021). b 4h, CRY1FI
CRY 2 FE Y 4 1t 2 A2 AE DI BETUAR, CRY 1RER%
YA PRI A DI S A1, THCRY 2
FErtEH A S A YL 5 B A1 (Li552021) . B,
CRY LRICRY 2 ¥ tE Wit ¥4 ¥ v (1 4 Bl A A idk—
B WER R, UV-BIGZAAUVRSH kS —
R AR 2 B R . TEARIR AR (8~
10°C) ', H AR 2 A UVRS /K 7 % & (Findlay A1
Jenkins 2016). UL b5 R, IR E 25200
FEARTEE, TR 615 5 SIRIERE 54 DL
R R

Z 4B FUUE B PIFS 7 % HE RN SR I 251 T 33
AEfE BERE YD MR 0 A K (Leivar FllMonte 2014; Lei-
varf$2012; NozueZ5:2007; Nusinow?5$2011), 5 H.H:
A BRI S 1t 32 G AR S 5 I SL A
A ) /&, PIFs (PIF1. PIF3. PIF4. PIF5AIPIF7)
G5 A 7 AR 7 (Jiangd52017; Ki-
dokoro%%2009; Li%%2012), H +1PIF3. PIF4FIPIF7
JE o B B 15 CBF I~CBF33: K 1 Ja 20 7, 7E4 Y
AL T v 40 1) 3 PR 22 3K (Jiang 25201 7; Kidokoro
42009; Lee 1 Thomashow 2012). 7F3F 5 & {s 4H 21
FNPBL R I i R TE MAPIF3 A% 7 FoxH 74 i 3e it
ZRE T, SR MAPIF3TE 7 5 FBI B 5 7K Pt Re %
S [F) o G AT A5 5 (Zheng2582021) . FE ¥ A K
A=, PIFsEE A 2 (AR08 HEAFTE 2 57, A a2 e
PIF3 /)25 F/K-F, (H{2@EPIFL, PIFARIPIF5H &
H B f#(Jiang55$2020) . A # 7 T H—, 7EA
R, S S PIF3 B fif 1) 21 F-box & 1 EBF1/2
(EIN3-binding f-box1/2)#% ¥ fif(Jiang%52017); L —,
A5 S ICBFs 5PIF3%: 45 &, FHAS 1 PIF3 5phyB

M HAER, WA T PIF3EE /K, [E B i
1 phyB )7 S AR (Jiang 552020) . #iF2 5E fphyB
BE— B {EHEPIF L. PIF4RIPIFS (1) 25 1 M4, MIMTi%
S CORFERMIFRIE, Fe &Pt m T R I A 1 (Ji-
ang%52020). 4R, PIF3 4> 41115 CBFs3E K )%
ik, XA RESE A T B IECBFsit &Rk A A T4
KR 2% (JiangZ52017). &2, ) CBFs-PIF3 I
PR, AT BR 7 HAPIFS X 15 5 5% 3
F M 1E A, RIS 1L T CBFsHIRT B3Rk, fRIE
T REPDTEA WE T BT VA 1 (1 [R] B I B8 1 AR
K:(Qi%52022).,

MFTJE H1, COP1-HY S H AU Y6 (5 55 5
BRI D E S, X TR AEK K E 25 H E (Ang
£ 1998; Gangappa 1 Botto 2016; Osterlund 45:2000;
Xu 2020), HWFFREMH, HYSZAE S HSIBRENIE
W T, 38 45 A Z-box A H AR =7 B o 1E
A5 SR CABI (chlorophyll A/B binding pro-
tein )33k, 5 T DAY RE, B9 T 1Y)
i 414 (Catala®62011).  SR1T, YDA BTEICHRIL 2
SRS R FE R IR BT R, HYS P SE DR 3 A il T
T-CBFsFIABAfE 5% SIS 5, H HAE B
PR IRIE M HI COPI A T A2 2 HY S
KT, SR AT EY) 1 4 14 (Catala®52011).
UbAh, B IR % FROS K EA R, HYSik A]
LA A6 T 2 A6 B Catala®52011). 7EHEG T,
O 15 % 52 4 CRY s 5 COP1 H A (Wang252001),
TR P DA 5 CRY 2 (3% 1, JE PRI R I CRY 2 5
COPII HAE 235 4+COPL 5HY 51 HLAE, AiMik—3
fREHYSTEARIR 2% T [ 8 B F2 o MR (Li%E2021).
ER b, G RE BRI 2 1 1, AR E AN [ (1 1 4%
BLEFDHICOPL TG, MR #HYSHFE, R
Hog T ARG S IBRNE S,

BBXs (B-box proteins) & Y6 {5 5 # Figfe &
BN . WHEER W], HYS 5BBXs ) 8] i 2
HefE 55 S8 1% (Bursch%5:2020; GangappafliBotto
2014; Song%52020; Xu 2020). #HiITHIWF TR R, ¥
o6 3o R P HY S B 322 ¥ W) BBX7 R BBXS JE 511 1+ 1
ACE T, M IE 18 3 2% (K 52 08 (Li%52021). 1
BBX7MIBBXS87E 4% COR (CBF A 41k ) & [K #1
el R AEYERERPFRIE FAEEDIREIUR, AT
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Bl [F) i 3R R P 1 7 B A S R (Li S5 2021) . EASE
B2, BBXTHIBBX8 1] ATE A 51 CBFsHE K 3%
ISR DL IEVERE YN T, SR BIHYSAS R R T
2 I ICBFs/ RS 5842, 1L0] L FBBX7
MIBBX8# A HIAE 5 i SR 2(Li5E2021), Atk
RN FEHALHK 2 0605 5 A 15 5 a0 ] B )
M 7 2R 1) DO A8
222 RIESENSERESHEVEK
WIRGSCRTIA, 53 PIFSTER A 24| CBF I~
CBF33& [R () 15 R ) N ¥4 15 5 (Jiang £52017; Ki-
dokoro%52009; Leef1Thomashow 2012), #4217 51
CBFs it s i KA 15 PIFs 8 1 1A% € 14, #1i PIF3
FiphyB 3L B, PR ith, (KIR 15 S CBFs ik H @it
SR L RS 4 R IR AR 5, AT A8
HEAG IR A 55 (JiangZ52020) . W55 % B, ICE1H] LA
PR UL I 2L 20 (Denay 45:2014), Fl i 0
FLC (flowering locus C)FIFIERAN SRR T LR
TFAE (Lee52015), CO (constans) & i i B 422 B 0%
FT (flowering locus T)Z%i5 M5 6 B 0 3%
16 1 8 K7 (AnZ5$2004; Corbesier$2007; Tamaki
£:2007; TiwariZ$2010; ValverdeZ$2004), ME37Z &
HEFEEHOS 1 5 COMf T 26S 5 1 B 14 i 1% [ fi,
MITTEES T ICHNAAE 5 LA R R 300G T I AL [H]
(Jung 45 2012; Lazaro %5 2012). COR27 (cold-regu-
lated gene 27)F1COR28 ¥4 % % [ (Fowler Al Tho-
mashow 2002; MikkelsenflIThomashow 2009), &
IR AR F 1 52 WG H] . AR 2, COR27AN
COR28 T i ¥ HE Wi ¥4 14, (HIE R EY 18, &
HJCOR27HCOR28LEAU AT ¥ e N AEA B HF AL N (8]
KA T HEAEH(LiSE2016). Holi4i REW], COR27
HICOR287E B 1% v 5 COP 1A E.AE il i # COP1
FEfA, S (5 518 i COP1 M R it COR27/28 F1
HYS 3% 1, FRfCOR27 5SHYSH 454, It
B SRyE T, 70 BRI RS A R, 7RI R
LA A(LiI%2020). 34h, COR27THZ 8L
HAE TR, TR A KK E . (E
FIRCOR27EE B R, i L.COR27ER I 1%
F)H . BRI COR2THNHIHY 545 4 #0 3 K 1905
P, H HCOR27TREMW 45 & PIF41) 5 8+ X 35, it
PIF4 ] FCR R R R (1) 3R 05, e &2k T T

JR S ) A K (Zhu82020) . X EETF ST R B, AE S
BRI T2 5B ARERES,
IFi) 8 55 AEL 0 TE VA ol AL B PR i ¥4 P4 R0 AR B T, DA
FRERE YN EHE K.

2.3 HESFEEYX BN R

I B4 BRAR IR A n] e X M AR KR K B
AR o I 2 4549 1 P 40 i (Larkindale il
Knight 2002; Pospisil 2016), Wi JiE (1) 37t 5 1 A1iE
i% P (Sangwan%$2002), 25038 g v 3 B i 2k i
(Kampinga%$1995), Mii#lfil A KK E, FEUE
VIR .

YRS ER AT, JeAERE R
PSIHL A& 5 AID & 5 JH 152 B g2, #pR o R 7
(heat shock factors, HSFs)#% 175 S ¥#%, WTHSP70 (heat
shock protein 70), M B 1585 1528 M (Mittlerss
2012). HSFsfljRik b B 728 5 i KA 0%, 18
IR B AE, 1T 7E B I IA B A (Han%52019a;
Roeberd$2021). X MGAE 5 2 #u itk 2 53 (1) 3=
1 2 FR I SRR B A AZ (145 5 120 (WTROS B 4
R 22 TR S AR JRRAS [PQD) I T (D)

Han%% (2019a, b) 7E 2019 4F W 82 3| 21 't 0 1
phyB 3 {ROS % 444 X AL #4J0 y H 22, phyB
BT IAFTHSFAL (heat shock factor A1) 43 [R-F M
T 75 S ROS 75 ¥4 i i R A PX2 1) 3¢ 34 184 s AEL 0 1) T
Pk phyBiE 7t 45> I, TEA R
T /2 P — BRI S o7 3 DR, AT (s A4 7
A i AP (Song%62017) . TEKRFREGA] T phyBiFE
PRI 55 2> S 3R PIFS 2R (A 3= FE (3 0, Tt A%
P = A DT Bt (Arico®52019a) (1) [RII £E 4L
RS FPIF7EE AR &R, 1X & TPIFTAARNAK
Jegtit), S T HILSEE . PIFTIIRNA K Je L)
[ (2 3k T HSFs It % e P, M 32 i 17 T Ak
(Roeber®52021), ItAh, XA T Hab 3 (37°C
AEFE1.5 h)AEASIIHICOPLZE R MU A% h (AR 2, AT
HE— PR3 4% FHYS & R (Karayekov 55
2013) (K1), XK BIHIH KA T COP LR & A7 1 1
PN W R R A BTAE . 74, HERE 5%
PEF 8iphyBZAE fAHh, phyB X PIFsII 4 FH 3 2%, A
Jif 1% Hii. S (fatty acid desaturase, FAD) %4 5% /K1
BEAG, 5 500 i I 8 ) T B N i 17 1R (Arrico




F R S5 S IR Y B AR A aa R U e 687

I =iEame

phyB

= RFREY

3
_~—a bhyB
£FR

£R Pr

{KR:FREL

4 4
| %
HY5 @fg

BERRER —> tEANASARER

J

e

A
7

SRR

B AESEEEYSIRE R G R
Fig. 1 Light signal regulates plant response to high temperature stress

I EAEBOLZ R AT, AR 2 2 %eh, vH AR B Az 6912 5 44 5 2 3, HSFsHOSE, Am b &8 R Tk, &
FPIF7EARNAK kt:4), Lt FEM A ZRBEM TR, PIFT& G AR R, 188 T HSFsth 56 5, MR & T 44 69t
HobE; 20 41 RMOE 49 phyBif 1T 8 45 B FHSFA LA M5 57 e 8F R B 2L B APX269 & A, />FROS 3 BACM 3 5% 44
Wit RO 31 FiR A FHphyBiie T AE & WW X4E % 4: £ETH L4 T, phyBxTPIFs#7 4145 3§ K, FAD A B 945 TR
MR, 5 5008 i BR AL ) T kAo A B I B2, 38 3308, ) BARARS, TRAE SR 69 At e 51 iR A8 4547 5| COP LE 4 A%
PR R, Mt —F A LA THYS R G 698 R, R AT SR

2£2019b), 1 HIE T A2 FIROS AT LA HEA T RN
I 2 13 84K (Anjum5:2016), DRI I 386 3 7T LI i
I E A7, 8 SR AE ) B P (Arico552019a;
Roeber#:2021) (K1), TR mi
P8 e S8 RT3 T (4o S8 {5 AR AL, B v i SR 2
B WA B )R A R e A7 TE AR N TEER R, PRI
HEMAE— D L RE.

3 KAESEITEYIX T 2 BB RN L

T s R 2 A R R A A
=, R TR, WAL, 2801 s,
SRR KIS AR, IR TR AR K
T FR A 2 BaE R 2 S SRR, SRR b S

A & S S R, PAAGAR XS 7K B R F 280 (Fahad
££2017; Nakashima§$2014), ABA /&l # 2 ({1 fE
WEE, T R a s i S EY N IRABA S &
I 5045 (Li%5E2017). AR A7) 8 ik A9 i sl <7 1
ABANE 5 R N TE SP0 R AL R )R,
DA 5 R A A K B DA BT R AR it 53 i ae 1)
M . (Joshi%42016; Kim%£2012; Mahmood%$2020).
141, ABA %2 K PYL9 (pyrabactin resistance 1-like
) AN 38 It 0 1) 25 s 4 FH 3 B0 7K 4 T % SR 3 i
TP FPE, T S AE ™ E T 2544 T 5l iRk
AR S 97, U] B 2y (R 3 2 A 2l A 2R A K
RNA-Seq#4fs 73 £ M1, HYAAAET B 5060 [F
00 R R I HVLRX (Hordeum vulgare light resp-
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onsive X) (Liang%52021), iV F s 55
MG SAAAERE AR, LR AER K E

ABAIEIL 1 S AL G KB bk ok, 7R
/IS R IS EN N W e Y (S NN /Y ==K )
HIHT 588 /1 (Cutlerd:2010; Hauser$2011; LinflITang
2014). Br 7 ABAREHFZETFLIT LA, I % (Tallman
2004) F1'% 8 (Matthews%5:2020) [F] 4t BE 5 15 < 5L
FEEE . R SRR R ha # T DO S LT E, E
XTE S 5T 2MhaE S RS ER N
TERE RN Z Fob

2 T BRI FE R B ASCFL I FE AT B2 B AN [6] )01
& TIBARIKEN: 205632 phyBLL K W56 24K [F D6 ER
R/ OR DA% < LIT B (Kinoshita=$2001) .
CRY 1 L4 1iF B LACOP L i v T7 X 5 1m) e 2% W )

(
FREHE , -

i 7 15 5' 1 77 UL T B (Lin M Tang 2014; Mao %%
2005) (K12); 1MiphyB i i PLCOP1 8% PIF3/PIF44k
sl (1) 7 2 B 106 A 2SS FE(Wang%52010) .
R R, cryl cry2 X528 4K b B A= AY 5 i 5
CRY I FRIFAEDR I AR5 = BRI R, T
COP1 2 AL Sz R, FE467 TCRY B 5
IR R R IEThEE, CRY 1 X FEHIHICOP1
(g T, AITE CRY 1k ik AR IR KA LTI 1)
RAL, T UK (Mao%5E2005). A I, 755
R:FRECGIZ2F T, phyB ] LLd i 36 in < fL 2% S,
FLER BN 7K 43 1D 78 A A2 A A A0 L 1 D' iR FA
5i(Boccalandro%52009); SR, 586 R 017K 778
FALIENIEE S SR NIRABA G B £, X
L GRGE 5% 4] (GonzalezZ52012).

] 5

R
phyB Pr O phyB Pfr
FR ¥

phyB e l l
el CRY1

Phot1/2

FEME

E2 HxfESFTEX T R8I &
Fig. 2 Light signal regulates plant response to drought stress

1: CRY 15 & F W R 494 T COPLx A 3L % ) 69 4R AE B, Aok iz 35 638 3 A3LF £, phyB i@ i$ xA COP 1K PIF3/
PIFMR #6475 Koo B 4 T ASUIF L, il Aldhat T - F 8998 525 2: FHY3A=FARI3% 5K -F % 3| ABAFe - F 845
S-S, T FMALMH T, FHY3ER T @y &E AL, 376 TR L @fRiE 3), Amis-FABA# = 4, FIEFHY3/FAR14
KW 45 B ABIS B3 5 7, AX KABAAE 58484 6 3-F 38 3% 3: MAX2 T AR 3t 5 ABAZ ek A MRS, B &
F 55X AR 6 R GE, MR IE RN ITF I, 4 £ L4 FABAZ T COPL £ 40 0% F g AR R, NFABD1&
8 6% F AR, AR ABIS & & F8 R X KABATE 5 5: HYS A4 5 ABIS ) B 2h T4 1Tut L A B Ak, Adm iE
I ABAE 5 45 5842, 6: PIFs 5 ABAZARAD ZAE A, 181E A4 5 ABIS B 3)F L 49G-box T 4E 4, 12 20 F 4 F) B 4%
ABISH R & om L ABASE 5 o
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A W FCUE B fhy3 (far-red elongated hypocotyl
3)Mlifarl (far-red impaired response 1) A2 A 1)< FL
TP BT AR BB R, SRAKEEBR, eI o+ 5 ie
SRR A, [HFHY 3 RIFARL A DL b B A8 47 5
T B3 B T 52 A A R 485 (Lin fl Tang 2014; TangZ%
2013). HJEHA RS H TR Pa s T, FHY3
5 R A v s BERR K, ] T OR DA RiEEh, A
11055 ABA [ 77 25 4 1 0 0 470 52 1 4 96 (Tang 45
2013). LAk, HEBCE AN 6 A I (strigolactone)
{5 5815 ) B 4rMAX2 (more axillary growth 2)
FER T SLIE B U7 T H S FHY3/FAR R BLHIE
H o TEmax2 58344, 5 ABAAEYIA B 73 AR
BH LA R AR 5 e S Rk R R Rk 88 32 B,
e max2 TAZ RN ABATS T 1AL G A UK, IF
HARTL 7K 73 G0 - UK ) 2 2 (Buss:
2014; LinfliTang 2014) (&2).

FEMERA AT T, NG A 7735 2 T ook
M, X TR AT DA 9 S A Sk T
P (Amissah<52015). [RII, 75K & RE
BEAT I RA PAL PE, 2 18 5 15 92 32 1 715 A0 5< Y i LA
LB AT R P, I 75 AR T 5 1 Xk K Sk
17— BRI, K6 B T B EVHuadive, i
AR P i (Asghar2£2020), 7698 B I b i ik
DREBIA (dehydration-responsive element binding
1AM OsPILI (rice phytochrome-interacting factor-
like 1) 0T 240 o B A= K U 28 2k IR 1) 58 AT 14
SR HHT M (Kudo®52017). 25 BATIR J6(5E 5 &%
P ) B T A 0 A R A T R e R S 1 R
AR

HRFM TARKBEYM LD BERCEE, K
FE RAIE B REIAR 22 5 50 RS2 B /K 73 I 3B AT 55
YN IFABAYEF R . AT ABATS 55 5 1%
RIIBT IR Z AL SRAT T REAT, I T ABAK)
B 5 AR B FOUIRFM T AR, LS
FE RGN HF R I ABA(S S 2410y, SERi AN
BT HIWT T, copl Mipifg RASVAE RGN XTABA
HA B SR 32 M (Pengd#2022; Qi<52020). 47/
FA K R A R AR A RIS S A T SR I A
TSR, XA KA T HEYIXABA
Al Re A RN 2 1. 5 HAE AR — B2, %t

FUELHEE T A KA R AIE R B A R R 06 AN [
WREEABAMIIA N, &I Z&A T A K R RE FF5
ABAEAY H 5 TR 52 1 (Peng52022) . £E20065FE A
T K, R ITAE— R PR E B RN, A
JRABA S B R A NAE . 7 EFI)y, ABAS Bk
FEAE, WIABA R & 7] [%(Lee%52006), XK
T EARYEIREI G5 S L N IHABAE 5i&1%,
NI 5 B A R 52 1. BRI, A8
)P AE BRI 1) 3 A T B WA i, COP1-PIFs
TEA KT ABA VT 52 14 2 18] BB R 15 26 A% 0 1)
YEF, CLORUEFAE 2B N AEE

COP1RILE T T i A 1, 728
N F AL T A Az T, O IR 2 4 i 5
. COPLiE A% AL H Hi i ANE 2E, (H2 it 7i ik
18 | COPIFEZ, Ky b4, 5 41 Jfa i s€ f7 4% 5 (CLS)
A0 A% 5 A A5 5 (NLS), [K[HCOP1 724 i 57 Al
A% ) 27 42 0] R HUAR S NESMINLS o6 A
POGRETT DL AL i o0 A1, 2T EERE S
AR AT AT COPIIAZ i /0 A o IS 90k
B, 15 G 21 F ABAfS 5L #ECOP1/E 41 f #%
PUEFL 2R, /- FABDI (ABA-hypersensitive DCAF 1)
ARz KPR, 22 ABIS (abscisic acid-
insensitive 5)4% [ £2 72 1 K UK ABAME 5 (Peng 55
2022) (K12). ABISZABA(E 5 i i I OB i 4 A
T, AET IR IAE Y H 3R K 2 i IR B E
RE, PRUEEIEE B EE N i kA& BRIkAE
Pl R R AW R G R R R R, R R
ik R & K852 B ABA TR A% 3%, i COP1iE
it A2 E ABIS (1) 2R [ /K T 7E B 264 T Y 5 ABA X
< S 40 v J B R R A AT 364 AR A 1R B
FYE(E2). ABISH: R AR # T- ABAAE 538 %
RIEINRE, 0] LK 6 5 ABA(S 5 BB 3T A .
HY5. FHY3/FAR1. BBX21 (B-box 21)F1HRB2 (hyp-
ersensitive to red and blue 2)55 65 52 P I EE
e IR AT LUl i R ABIS R IR Rk i 5 5
ABAfE 51415 (TangZ2013; Xu%52014), HAHYS
B 5ABISH) JA 8l 456 IR it AR R Rk, A
1E A1 ABAE 5 #5518 12 (Chen%52008; Anjum %
2016) (K12). MBBX21i#id 5ABISAHYS5EAE, T
PEAEABLIS J3 8T LRI 25 &, Ak HY 5 A
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ABIS Xt ABIS B0 (Xu252014), FHY3 M FARI %
K52 B ABAFIF a5 5 1755, FHY3/
FARIBEW 45 G ABIS JA 81 1741, FRAZAXT ABAH
1) (1) &) B S S It AN BURK (1) 22 1Y (Tang 562013).
I, HYSFIFHY3/FARL . T ABISH) LU £ 4h 1
FIRA KIS OLMABAE 5@ %

ERE, SIS Z&AE T, PIFSTESN 1 R & oL FE b 2
ABA{E 5 1 1E 815 [ 7 (Castillon%2007; Leivarfll
Monte 2014; LeivarflQuail 2011; Xu%:2015). PIFs
S ABAZARAHEAEH, it B8 5ABIS I 3T L1
G-boxTufF 44, 15 B Hh P R IR RS ABIS B R 3%
15k R ABAE 5 (Qi%52020) (&2). £ H Ay
o, PIFst [EIE 2 5 ABA(E ‘51815 LA AE Y
fif R 2] 7 EEA/EH . ZmPIFLET /S ABA
PRI RALCH, DAESlK i kg g o 2
871, B &P oK B (KrzymuskiZF2014) . R
2z Ak, FERNFE I Ao 2k B ORI MPIF 1 55 A
1ET R HABALLFE 5 Hoad RIS AR LI,
ABAEYIE I FABARN Z L R (BLFENCED3. P5CS
FIRD29A) 1) 335 351 B W 7 1 (Qiu%$2020) . A 1k,
RN OGS 5 5ABAG S HAE KA B T2
i AL A7 T AT A AR ' P B B A b B N 30 85 i, [
I A S FHVE ) B D B R FH 28 R0 1 42 fi 381
(R

4 RIESEIEYIXS R A 214

T2 5@ & S 80P K P F] 2 B,
gl RBEME, REEDEKKE, B2 FIRAETF
Re 71 R EUEDIRG™ . B tH 5 SR O Hh i R, 2
SERAEA N Eh 1 TR A 4 N A AE P~ T ER
Phl. Na B N il shzE i i R 25 1, A8
W) B RS Ak 2 eNa B3 HE HENa, AR
£ 51 2R 8K #5205 W18 497 55 (Benito552014; Qiusé
2002; Saitof1Uozumi 2020) (&3).

R CA TR, UE 5 5 MG 5 @A E
BEME RN R BRI, HE5H SR
A% A R AZ O Y DR ] DA . 6 A5 5 1 42— 1
Ko COPUWENIGAR 5% S A2 i 3 24| A, 7E
EhiE R O R HY SFIABIS & /KT, M
(e BERN G 7T B FR 31 R (E3) . R SE AT #4545 2

A A$ECOPT FIE 41 Al 52 £37.(Von AmimAlIDeng 1995,
Yui%2016), LGS 5 555 ST REFAEAC HAEH,
A K R B . Fernando%(2018) & I,
SIS R AN B T det] (de-etiolated 1)FEA A%
Hh e SRR, I AT R R AR A,
FLJE R T e e A det | RAZAR T, HY S F /KP4
Ik T ABISEERIFe 1%, Wi 1 b7 2 (1
3)o Mz R A2 2h B e T R A SON ) B ),
Kovacs%5(2019) &K ILHY 5 2y S Ek R 5 K1 B8 1y
[F) A5 5 AN SO - AT G 2 i 208 ) A0 6 B
[, HYS 52418 A % Wb BEHDA1S (histone
deacetylase 15)AH FLAEH, fieik | ABAAEY) & A K]
9-Ji - PR AR BN b RN A g NCED3b (9-cis-
epoxycarotenoid dioxygenases)IV )31k, HEMABAS
FCIG TN, MR A AR # P AE PR 52 7 (Tr-uong 48
2021). A=#phifi s K 7 ELF3 (early flowering 3)7E
FhaE rhm A0 4 R R TGl (gigantea) d H
FAR T PIFAFE R R IA, DTG T il 3 19 36 i 3
LRI L, 8 SR A0 S B 38 [ 32 1% (Nusinow
22011; Sakuraba?$2017) (K3).

VERERAG Tt 1) B, SOS2 (salt ov-
erly sensitive 2)tHH#5IE S 5)6(5 S5 3R, HAE
216 T %t 2 A R T R 4% — %€ /E F (Trupkin
5E2017). (EIEHIHERAT, TEWIRER TGS
SOS2 HAEH- A FL IR 1 2432 2 2k i i,
GIEE 9 B, AR 1 SOS2 il i P . Ver-
slues&F N\ F % BE R G0 UE A SOS2 50645 542 IE
P42 A FNDPK2 (nucleoside diphosphate kinase 2)
F#4E B.AF, NDPK2 I 1 #i SOS2 1) B B ER 1L, A
7 10 58 e 380 7 4 (Choi 2% 1999; Verslues 252007)
(H3). BLEWTFESREM, JufE s 5EE S RAE
YE R BLEIE RS % S A%, RIUkSOS2ml RefE N #h 5
JAG 5 RS A, T RS A B R 8 5%
K.

UBAb, AW FUAE B 3%t Na K AR AR R AR
JEE A 1R A TRE SRR S o 3K T
Vg BRI G JG, H e U ABA(S Sl i, 11
il 1R 251 T IPIFSFR SR M B0 I BSKS (brassi-
nosteroid signaling kinase 5)FEKIZk, i~
FR A A K (Hayes52019) (K3). fEBRAE S,
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Fig. 3 Light signal regulates plant response to salt stress

1: #4535 474|COP1#94% & 4%, COP1£/DET1 /& 2 Mrit T il it §i 45 HY SAABISZ @ /K-, I da 48 dt 3l i b9 A+ T 9
K, #— B R EAA M e aT E b 2 HYS#E 3 VB A 5 An 312 5 A m A st il R BR 49 £ -k, FI BT, HYS520% & & LBt
ALBEEHDA 1548 EAE A, 183t T ABAA A L B NCED3 ¢ £k, it # ABAS- 38 Aa; 3: ELF3 72 2k 26 o 8 13 4 4 %, 298
%R FGI&E A AR R FPIFAR B R L, I igE T ik 2k it 5 AR B 69 3k, 38 3 A0 AT 23 a8 o w24 4: SOS24E#t Na'
SMHE, AT 3G IRAR A GG T2 5 A B A T, GIZ @ A EMR, M fRTR T GIxT SOS2ig B & 14 64 37 4 4F i ; NDPK2if it 5
SOS2 ZAE M 7 H|SOS264 | BEBAAL, ns%k LB &, 6: IR IRIE T, ABAS 583 ARE, 3745 T A £&4F T B PIFsAR
B ingE 69 BSKS R FGA, Adndp &) T IEdhie K; 7: £BRIZ 51842 %, BSKS547 4| GSK3 K & & 4 B o) 7% 15, A f 7K BES]
BB, PRt A R EAE ST, AR T ARA b K. WK EE A T LE ABATE 5, 1RAEABISHE F ik 3G 5%, [FFBSKS
Eif, AR GSK3 R & & B 04 7E 1, A [LAF T PIF:BES 112 5, 42440 A KR 42,

BSK S GSK3A 2 sl 1 vs 4, AR IBES 1
(&M, 2 EPIF:BES 15 5, ff FEFh . T
THIAEE N ABAE 5 #00%, AREBs (ABA-responsive
element-binding) 4> FELAFBSKS F i, M i {8 4 4=
IR % (Hayes%2019; [E3). F 7 N AE/KFG - AR IR
OsPIL14-SLR 1 %% 5% 1 He #4556 Fl 77 55 2% (gibberel-
lin, GA)f& %, DA% Ehba T~ 4l i A, AT
SAE AT B8 B 38 PR BT (¥)3E B 71(M0%52020). AH
Y2 B 5515 5 5 H AR W PIFs B K& R A B
A7, PIFs N 54 K RHIE R LI R th & &
AR, A KR ESTRESN FHELES
PIAZHAER . HILER, SRHEE S HOGE 5%

MIRART %YV HE S, 1 HABA, Mz N
(brassinosteroids, BR). GAFI4: K % (auxin, IAA)E

AREZ 5. SR, H AT HRG AL
A B, P HW R AN TT IR AT He B L
B, B oMy s b mR R P 2 1 35 E I A E
B AR RNGE AR P B B RS B R A

5 JehhiB R R AT

5.1 583k

FHOEAE N B R BB B G S, Xt
AR R BER MR, BT ERETNZ
AP, SR AN T AR TE AN W & A AR fk (Casal 2013).
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Z WU 5 3 W s a8 2 5 B A RDEUR N, 1
BOGHHIAROSH R, IR 1) R 4T (photo-
system II complex, PSII complex). Xl 1yt 2x %
3 R 3 T AR ) SRR XS e AE H i B (Gan-
gulyZ$2018; Roeber&52021).

T4 22 R L4 o s G BN 32 18 . 4
JeomE I AR R E RIS, OGSO RS
(PSID)i& Bebifs, M FBOEHMHIIL R 1K) . D1
FEPSIMA R A% OE 7, i EEE A
—(EdelmanfiiMattoo 2008). 84773 i [ i FiiaE b
S PSS ID1 & 1, [\ A D1 & 1R iA
SRS PSII 7K & (Li%52018). MDIEAFAEBE
J& 1] (Baena-Gonzalez 1 Aro 2002), 4645 155 15 K #
WDUEERE SIS, 2R A0 . v 1 i R PH
LA RS 5 S Pl (T A7 43, A A i )
ek, K eRAR R B 2 5 06 FAT B AL B (H SR A4
IR, LA SR oS 2 ok, K PHOT2 5
CHUP1 (chloroplast unusual positioning 1)7E % i f£
i B 7 o8 1 1 FH (Oikawa 56 2003; Roeber %%
2021). ARIM, FERFEESRIG T ALK IIREA), SR AAaEE
6 S N AS BE K A% A H (Higa M Wada 2016), I 2x44
T ' 52 S8 A AFRH PR () 3 4 S B, 38 A LA
AR, R BRI R B> 10%~20%. T H.
DRV AR G At 248 it 24 2 B il - SR A (32 5, R
J6EAE AL Fh B i ' NS S AFAE — € ) R PR
4:(Ruban 2009).

N T G A NS N, A — 7 THNE I ROS
15 BREE AT P AR AN HIROSF 2 (Mittler55:2004);
F—J7 1, AT Ll I 3R A 1 KL (NPQ)
BRI 22 A2 O e DL EVEE (g0) O T 203 B (Holt
£52004), 23R PSR BRI ) pHAR 0,
T VAZAE I (55 38 5T -G I 3 5 - ROK 3 LA 30 T
JEEK I, M SEBLDEH K (Kulasek452016; Roe-
berZ:2021; Ruban 2016).

5 ' I R I IR 2 A B — M Rk R e SR /KT () AR
H(Li%52018), 4= FE K4 73t B, AR E i P2
L CEERAR N IR G E A TR N, T
ABAFIPIFs#S /2 5t B T4 75 1) (Huang Z52019) .
W7 R, 7E56 24+ T, miRC18. miRC27-5pAlmi-
RC27-3p 3Rk K12 2 Tt i, 1imiRC19FImiRC28

(K223 KPR, DR miRNAZE Y 5 HE 0 5 87
W T I AN K B R B 4% S8 A FH (Flores-
Sandoval%52016; YangZ$2019). 14k, ROSHIFR &
WO CRY 1, CRY 1 DA ZRAA A 1 1 % X 2 sk
AR RV R RS DRI B, NI e T AR
X e PN R 52 1%, $ 5 T O A A (Brelsford 55
2019; ConsentinoZ£2015; JourdanZ£2015; RoeberZ
2021). ABEE A At 45 B oK, 75 SR B B
B, 7745 BRAK RS T CRY 1, 25425 DR 6 T
HY5. CRY 1LAREHR M) 77 A FELIPI (early
light-induced protein NFELIP2K13RIA, If Hifs F1E
H M4 (Kleine252007). LA 4551, CRY
W2 R XS ok i s H—, CRY Ll it
FACRLM R RPBOE, DA SR IEROB K T XS
SR E RO R B F 7, CRY BTSSR 7 =
BOEHYS, LLCOP1/SPAL/HY S48 () 77 =X k428 T i
BUER [, B SRAE YT 58O AT 52 1

A R LR B, O R AR AL, R O
HI ) ZE K2 5] IR U B (Roeberd52021)
IS BN 2 75 S AR L SE R ZAT I 2RI BAP I ()R 15,
R IEROSHR R4, 7 H R EK 5, PSIIR K& T
RUR(FJF ) 0% AR, JF BAEREE R T, &5y
A TG P 38 iR AN SR A S PR BRI, 51 R T AR
P It 40 SE T (Abuelsoud452020) . 40 73 R R 15
5 AR ccal /Thy 535 R A S n
0% (Frank 25 2020; Nitschke252016), B % {35
SREDE S5 T X BRI R, AR
S, TEG A A RS W, A A% LRI B R B
RV RE LGN T 8 28K 196 & 1 (Roeber
22021),

5.2 UV-BRfi&

T UV-BRL N IR AS 5 A R KRR P )
R ARTRE UV-BA] DL S 2,
BFE NIRRT . T RIS B ER AL 2R (Favory
££2009; YadavZ52020); 1 = 38 & U V-B 22 36 B
T YIDNAT S, fill KROSFL R, SE4NIET- Al 5
WRZE, IR E OGS 1E H (Hidegd$2013; ShifllLiu
2021), IX#EFR 2 AUV-BE . HEYRN T b FiiE
52 5 UV-B 5| 2 [ 45473 38 X Bl 2644, BT BA
T8 3 0 2B e A A o7 0 AR R <o 2 (0
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Bl 6T 2 AR AL T 22 LA 90 UV-BIFRE (1)
fii 32 P (ShiflLiu 2021).

H3Z AR UVRS & A T UV-BE 25 2 e At iy
I 52 1 B 75 Y (Jenkins2014; Rizzini%52011; Til-
brook 2£2013). UVR8/r FHYS5FIHYH (HY5-ho-
molog) KT i 5 K K 1k (Feher£52011; Shifll
Liu 2021; Stracke%$2010). UV-Bi#iid i S HYS R iL
AT LA R, T UVRSAIHY 53k 2 B[Rl {2
HER TR AW & IR (PFG-MYB) % 5%, DL
XTUV-BR I8 (i 52 P, I HiX —IhRE7E £ Fifd A=
Y A ORI, X ] RE R YE R A A
FLIIE B I 4 (ShifllLiu 2021; YangZ52018). Jti%
JEUVRS5 COPAH HAE FH A4 COP LA HY 5 )
AR AT AT RicHb A AR 0 UV-B I (T 32 1% . RUPIL
(repressor of UV-B photomorphogenesis 1)FIRUP2
1 5 58 FE UV-B R il J 87w k45 570 44 H (Gru-
berZ£2010; ShifliLiu 2021). S5t [FIK, RUPsHI#
i5 7] L UV-B LLUVRS-COP1-HY 54K i 1) 5 20175
S, MRUP1AIRUP2 XA UV-B ¢ 3 #EAT F [ it 4%,
) T REP X UV-B [k B 1 )87 (Gruber42010; Shi
MILiu 2021). Seryl uvrSHiphyB uvrS A FEAZ A
ECuvrS B SRR KT UV-BAE 5 38 UK, [F] B uwr8 cryl
cry2 2 RAGBAFAEBBCR AL, R 6 Z AR i A i
AR AR K B B OREE, JF HCRYsHphysidit
COP1-HY5-RUPsHIH i T UVRSE M, A BT 1458
SFUV-BJHME 38 3 (Rai%2020; Ren4%2019; Tissotfl!
Ulm 2020). 7EAC#EES, UVRS(E SiliiF SRtk
VIR B KRR LA 48 B 2 UV-Bhia 5%
(Allorent552016). ¥ EKTUVRS5CrCOPIAH HAEH,
FEHOR W % 5% K -7 CrCO FINE-Y (nuclear factor Y),
M B 1564545 (Podolec%5:202 1a; TokutsuZ52019).

20184F M 51 K LUVRS 1] 5 BRAE 5 7% F ik 1%
2 4rBESI1 (BRI1 EMS suppressor 1)f1BIM1 (BESI-
interacting MYC-like 1)E.AE, M~ AR5 K
(LiangZ52018). BES1i& ABRAE Sk #itE X 5
PFG-MYBs J& 81 &5 & LA L R 30, AT BE.
1 S8 R 2 A2 0 A i, SOV T R A6 U V-B i ia (1)
i 5% 1 (Liang%5$2020). [K] 1k, BES1 2 BT i 4 4=
K5 UV-Biria i 52 2 [8] 747 (¥ G K % . BESI
7 50 B UV-B4F T ZBRIE T, BRIEHEBES1)

IR A LU 3 H 5 PFG-MYBs J3 ) 1) 45 4 (Shi
FLiu 2021). {EARFEREIIE, EKFE(Oryza sativa)
M K (Zea mays)H [FIFF Jx IBRSGR [F 58A% 4 L B
Az BT UV-B I iR 52 14 5 58, 1X 3% B BRA 15 2 i
B A= )6 ORI U V-BI 52 V£ R AT BETE A [R1 9 ol
rh A G 5 51 (Liang252020; ShiflLiu 2021).

e R L UV-BIRE 5640, A T4z iU v-
R84: 5 LN F-MYB 1 384T B AH H.AF F 9 _EiA
H Rk, WOHOE MY B34 ] 5 25 3 i A ) & R
FHOCHE R B 307, AR S, M SAEKEE
SiF®R, IHESTHATIT, HHRUV-ByME 52
PE(Qian%52020; ShifiiLiu 2021), HHMYBI3E#
S5 G I0 T i Ak R 9 A R B 5 B (CHS) BE R,
O TR 8 v TR S5 K Tt (CHLT) 52 ] M1 325 ) 5 2 1l (FLS)
JE K (Qian£52020), F H iZid F245 7 MK #UVRS
(ShiFLiu 2021). {H 2 i 42 FIBES1 LAUVREE{K
S I R Y B R AR ) A AN X U V-B 8 i
S, 3K WIAE W) AFAE 22 T L R R 7 o I I A
W& AN UV-BIE i 52 1% o

WL AR R I 1 & UE B UVRS A LA
T 22 R 35 A0 B H U (mitogen-activated protein
kinase, MAPK)i& 42 K 1 15 A8 42 4T UV-B oy ie (1 52
k£ (Kalbina 1 Strid 2006; Ulm%52002, 2001). MAPK
Y% 16 38 1t B 1R X MAPKJEC 0 44 &1 308 o) i s # 9
0 115 5 (Rodriguez%5:2010) . W 5 # K Impk3
mpk6 975 A UV-B [ 38 [ 52 14 40t mkp 1 5E
5, Tt B 5 2 U V-BAE 5 22 0 MAPK i R T 1
(MKP1), MKP 1 id 41 ] T Ji i) MPK3 FTMPK6 LA
{3354 4 X6 BA 858 140 3@ B % (Shi AT Liu 2021). Frp
MKP1 3 Z 61 5t i b R T UV-B/5 5, TUVRS
WX —{E 5 LMWL, 4P FJUV-BAE 5 4 5 o
FEMUV-BIE 5 IS i, B T 467 2R, DNA
T8 S e I, T PRd e S UV-B5 5 [FMAPK
2 5k B2 N 4% 1) 55 (ShifLiu 2021). X 36 B 24 UVRS
F FHIUV-BRLE T 52 A 2 DUHSPU IR B I TR,
YL T SIS, X BT o
HAE B AR EE H X UV-B [ ia 11 i} 52 P (Besteiro %
2011). BARR LT 3- RS U0 2K 0 2 L ATR AT LA
HEDNA G R, TEUV-BE 5] 2 I DNA AT NI B
vt 3] 25 224 B (CulliganZ£2004; SancarZ£2004).
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UV-Bis 5405 1 anr 5838 R4 AR (A, (H
ANBED ) My bR o AR A, T mkp 1 FEALAA 1) M _F A
Hb R B4 ¥ UV-B s U . 1 atr AR I W)
A CYCBI; 1 (CYCLIN BI, 1) 57K F-FF =i (Cul-
liganZ52004), M 7Emkp 1 938 7 o ) 3% A 5 25 254k,
{Emkp I TAZAR I H CYCBI 1% s B ) A2 84k
Ix stk BAATE B ATRFAIMKP 1A 3530 R 543 % UV-B
fyma o5 20 BT IX A, LA 155 AU V-B b6 i
Z 1 ¥ B HMKPIA S/ CYCBI, 15 11% (Gon-
zalez Besteirof1UIm 2013; ShifllLiu 2021).

TR AT DU H AR A T X U V-B e 1)
i 52 P o 52, Ho e AR B AN AT DA T
B B L, 38 0] DA TR 1) & i PR A AL
IR B, T IR AR BB ARG R R I e B TR
Y 2RI STUV-Biris B A 5 58 (i 52 1%, 3t
BHUV-Bifs SHE BB R A G K, 18 B akrid
A IR TTUV-BI R Rk, AT IE AU V-B
{5 5 % FFIUV-BJWpid fif 52 P (Haskirli%2021; Shiffl
Liu 2021; Yao%52021). CPDY:fif B 11 P /2 i )
TEUV-BJpiE T AE 47 BT 2 7 f1(ShifILiu 2021), #f 5%
TR F CPD Y BE A B R R 1) R 2 SR T
TAE P 225 A6 RS 1, AT 7 328 H B U V-B B T 52
PE 1 A AVE ¥ (Mmbando F1Hidema 2021). #vik oo 8
FI(HSPs), HFR 51 FEA8, CAHAAE TG &
iR i (KimATHwang 2015). FR 1 PR3 40 5o 32 34
55 e Ah, IR ST B AR TR B A AR E AR )
A KR B R 4 H EAE H (Koo%52015; Prattss
2001), 201648 785 72 1A H 22k B 7 UV-BJ#j A
A HSP17. 7/ ImRNA K- T 5, S ITERE F A7 7E
A DA $% 22 Fh I 35 38 1 22 (R (Buyuk 252016), 1% %
A A B AR AU O L, PR R DL i e
1 5 30 55 e I R G P 36 BT, AT e A ) R 3 5
PIuE

BOE W R R, Y2 UV-B M L FHUVRES
5, GlanUV-BH 1% 5 WRKY36% 5% F 1| BES1
3% (LiangZ%2020; Yang2%2018). UV-Biffgl%i% 5
RBARE Y (OF T BR I8 FI IR BB (AR 2R, (H A Euvr8
RAFR I T BRI AR R 5 B A B A X, FE AL
TEUV-BALHE 5 B A0 A 4 B R 28 9K 56 4T
(KliebensteinZ52002) ., iXYLHL R K, 7] GEA7E7E H

U V-BIGAZ A AU V-BA5 5 I 1 4 1% 45 F2(Shi
AMILiu 2021). #— PR Z X L 0] UK =5 AT
UV-Bf5 Sl ¥ (1A, I 3R s i) x UV-Biie
PRI 32 11 £ £AE 380 ) LA
5.3 J&#5

IR T RE 8 R m AR B, EAEY)
e e 85 2= S LS R 6 BT 506, TR
W AR K E . SE R R R R, b
JEMY) 2N T IR M REAT R, BRI T
KEMLIE. BHLLLUV-A, FECT ZEHE Y%
FIRRFRECHIFEAR, 2000, WGPl AR UV-AGREE %
i, B 6280 Ho g th 2> AH 7 % i (Casal 2013;
YangHILi 2017). 4HEPE A EKRFRIE 51, 2
RAEBERA [ RL(SAS), FERIN T Ml ==
WA, JFAESR 5L, it R SRR, 3 F ek b, Thl
LA B 2, T HPE % 45 S 3R [E (K (Casal 2013; Yang
FILi 2017),
5.3.1 gkZhSE5RBERN

phyB& B FF 5 W 32 B2 A8, HRAAR LI,
N 2H R PR GBE T 2 B (Somers 25 1991) . phyB7E & 41
FMIKRFRJG, ToIE ML :CH Pr s A v P 72U P
(M3 A Ak, T Piri% A8 B Prif) i 285 & T Prig A8
J§Pfr, & A A A TS T phy BAK S FEAIC, AT
il 7 XfPIF1. PIF3. PIF4FIPIFSEE A (I H0HI1E FH,
PIFsi& LG 5R, TGS T UREaE [, (R T IR (e
H:(Casal 2013; Hersch%$2014; LeivarfIMonte 2014).
FERERT 26 AF N, phyD 5 phyE .58 28 K35 W1 2 1)
HERFFRAL, (H 5 phyBIKUR ALK (phyB phyDHIphyB
phyE)ZF It L phy B 58 5844 5 1B 5 1 38k 3 e 17
R, XiiBphyD. phyEMphyB2 [ 771E LA T
AR L[] 1 44 8 1 2 M. (AukermanZ$1997; Devlin
£%£1999; Franklin5:2003). phyAfE A FEHZL
SEARLERER S B RS AT ZARIYER] . phyA
FE TR 2 B 2 U A 2% A7 (R:FR<0.3), G Z00615 5
Wik, phyA 54 KRG Tl KRR TAUX/
IAAT AR AR E HER /KT, AN KRS S
ERAE, TR IR ARG, i S A DR B 1 SRR I
B AR K (Yang®:2017) . ESCHER, JERH 441 th s
MEYE. g6 LL A UV-AR) LL B KGR, TR R
etz MG E LUVRSTERER 2 B - #0h Eg 2]
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TN ZRVE R o BRI 70 HAE SRR S N o (R A
¥ BEHEERE L. AR EYCRY125UVRS
TE A 4 T 37 5PIF4/S EAR I L E A E
P, AT 20 T R4 () 48K (K eller%52011; Tavridou
2:2020). UVRSH] LL{E #EHFR1 F1PIL1 4 5 DEL-
LA-PIFSHIBLHIE i), 8 35 R KRR E RS
FERAT, FIH] T PIFs I 4> Dy RE, R 45 R A 1)
BA [ V. (Hayes%5£2014; Sharma%$2019). 1 &4t 4
FNA @ E MR G 5 REkS 5k
B, PR RE TG 3R S5O A s ATU VRS 1 453
BA SN A T 2 57 (Ma%52016; Pedmale52016).
5.3.2 PIFs& 5# R R

AL S R S ST, A4 P IR A 5 Jo i
TRATERAE . FHFRE, MYWNIRAEK R
i BRRFRAE 5, & mE2 hy T, A KR
FERI(UNIAAL, IAAS5. 1AA19. IAA29FNIAA30)K %
7K P AH Bt 7 (Casal 2013; Devlin%5:2003; Hor-
nitschek%$2012). R SWIRE K RE 52
{ATIR1/AFBs (transport inhibitor response 1/auxin
signaling F-box), 15 4= K 215 5 J8 51 5 4% 13 (Casal
2013; Iglesias%5$2018; Ma%52019). 52 AHFFH 2, 1
B 2645 BT IAATOFNIA A9 i NI 1441 7/ e 3%
MNTIT 5 5 R RSl ARG, R0 T R R A5 1 R AR 14
iaal7-13 3 R %t 3 B AN BB B 2 B (Pucciariello %
2018; YangfILi 2017). AR A [F] 5 K 7F A= K 2 A
KIBBEIERKRREGR. 456, KR, . &
ARG 5L ) I D Re nT DL 2 A 1B KIE, 18
X3 G TR A 124 S0 1 51 1) 3 3l 1 47 (£ PIFs
GEEIIAL . IR EEIE R K 2145% 2 PIFALS & (151
FER, £920% & PIF5 45 4 (1 #E L[], 14% /& PIF3 45
AL . A 53% 1 A 4 FAH SR L R PIF4 .
PIF5 /8 PIF3 (1) 2% & #E S [K] (Iglesias 55$2018) . I
HBR R B 2 R S B0 E BRI T 2 1 T, ZE K ERAE
FIRAE ) L BL DR 92 W] DL 5 PIFs 45 & (Iglesias
£2018), LL ANt YA KL T AL B2 h 5 X% PIFS i
TR AN, RGBT aHEREAEKE
W) N JE R pifd pif S W IEAEAAR R YUCS (YUCCA8)FE
IR PR, R SR EPIF T 4 85 1 S Bk AL 1)
W, BEMEGE YUC2, YUCS. YUCS. YUCY. 14419
DL K BRAG 5 428 v i 45 40 P A K 1 PRET L R 5%

15, 3F AR A K = M2 46 2 FIPIN3 (PIN-formed
3)MIPIN4[#) % % (Hornitschek2$2012; Peng%52018).
AR, A RS, Y AIRAK R
FE NREBER KT (HRRRaHEp R IH
IR A8 W R AR, 3150 B 3 S B s B AN 22
AR R IA B M2 Ed PINT A KR iE
f54 S A TR 0o A K 2 IR IR AN )3 R PR AR B 22
(de WitZ:2015). AL, IER:FRE1F15 S PIFAFIPIFS
B IA, Ak BRI MIR1S6 5 R ik, MIR156
40 5] SPL (squamosa-promoter binding protein-like) 5%
JRFE R, YERFRE D TERRSRIE I 25 1F T A K (Wei%E:
2018; Xie%2017). T JUHEMT 7 R B, HERH AL EE AT DL
gt FLUHAE K Z 00 NI RISAUR (small avxin up-
regulated RNA)H 215 (Dev]inZ2003; Ren#llGray
2015), HAEXS T H S 5 I S B AR L] AN
BT, B AR R REE A U T AN A YRR AL A R
T A i3 20 1 2% R T 1 4 AR {8 K (Ren A Gray 2015;
SpartzZ£2016).

FELAR 9L 715 55 2R 1 3R 25 5 3 9 e R A FL AR AL,
I HAKR:FR2: 5 3 W 78 8 % & 2 7t &1, DELLA
WA, A5 SRR L, R/ =G 58
o R 1 3 T S N A 2 AR 0K HE L 1) (Kurepin 25
2007). B-box % Jik & A BBX 24 it 5 DELLAE 4
HAE, f#ER T DELLAXTPIFs M1 /E Fl, 1E 24
WIHBER 52 M (CroccoZ5:2015). 1 PIFS 4> 45 & #E DE-
LLAF 555 2 BB SE K GA20x6 1) JE B F b, fieidt
HRE DR 263 (Casal 2013; de Wit252015). 27 FFiA,
TEMERA 264 T A8 R I8 P DELLA R (IR T
PIFs 3% M, M 1E VA 35 AR 400 (0 388 15 S N7, T 0 8
T IRPIFs 2= ¥ A) 7R85 2R TG AH DGR R 13RI, TR R
O BT AL 2T JLAFE B0 TR IBRAE 5 1%
RS 7Y RE] ) M. BZR1 (brassinzole-
resistant 1) 7] UL 5 PIF4 G AE, $81a) i 2 2L A K
A G 3E K 4, TTPRE] (paclobutrazol resistance
1)%> 5PARI (phytochrome rapidly regulated 1) E 1,
FHAGPAR1 5 PIF4A HAE LS &, PIF4TE MEA5 2R i
(Bai%2012; Oh%Z2012), i DELLA 5BZR1 1) HAE
SHNHIBZRL13E 14, 51 1H#BRIS 5 1@ #% . DELLA-
BZRI1-PIFSJE % | — A~ Rk, W la) 8 = A8 40 1
A KK H (Bai52012).,
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bHLHFL X F-PIL1 (PIF2){E 4 BRI 26 AF T
AT CABG B S, - 5PIF4AH HAEH, IF iR/
()38 B S . (Hornitschek 2£2012; Salter%£2003); 1ij
TEFFEARRFRECHI & 4F T, e = &M PILL,
AT A7 8 42 3 1 52 W (Roig- Villanova5:2006) . Hr,
TE 5 B 3T % A8, HD-ZIP 5 ik % 5 K - ATHB?2
R & EEIE, SPIFsHAE@N A K EEEE
P e S STEL N IR A, T IE VA 5 R A ) e
B (Li%E2012; Salter5$2003; Sessa$2018). bHLH
J5H 5% N FHFR1A] DL 5 PIF4/S T i 7 95— R A,
FIHIPIFsSs & NI LR R 3 20 7, AR ORFREE 40
] 7 AR RE G SO FR T B (GalstyanZ52011; Roig-
Villanova®$2007). fEiX ML FEH, PIFSIE £ it —b
WOIEHFRI . PARIFIPAR2I BRI ZRIK, X 1] fE 2 HE
Wi 1k Ak B A, R S ok 5 8 I S B AL
il (Leivaré$2012).,
5.3.3 HEtipIrEF& 5B R K

THE T 2% A4 1T DL 5 COP 175 41 A A% v (1) 28 57 A
2, T {ERE T A0 A% WHFR & (B AR, 33—
FHASHFR 1 5 PIF4/STE il - — 54K, f# R T %I PIFs
FAm e, A FLOS AR K R B L R ) Rk, B
ZARFE T ZE A K (Pacin&52016) . HRIE R 251 T
R:FRECHIRRAS, f&iE T phy ATELRMR% A R, 3%
LB phy Al 7 COPL %R R, S HEA
(LIPIF4/SFIHY 5)FIAE 4k o 157 203 57 40 i v R B,
COP 144 58 7 | B 47 Y 47 Rl 7 BBX22 A\ %, % H
12 Z AL B fif (Chang%5:2011; Crocco%52010). LA LT
FLAR A, COP L ok 9 P mT G AVL i {1 138 4 4 6 15 J
o o, 3 R AR BB X222 W S M i 45 R T
AN TE V2 B R e, BRI 2% N COP1 AT LA
R HEPIFs I & (I Fa e P, RS nTEIE R 251 1, COPI1
9 (8 18 i £8 e PIFs AT 1F 8 458 36 B4 2 S (Bauer 5§
2004; Casal 2013).

6 FHiLSRE

YT A A, SRl RS A R
BRI RLX 2 28R 858 . fEid 5 1+ LE R, BT
FELR FURELA) 0 e iy ] S R R i 7 2R 35 e ) D A 1
BfE 57 IS 7 EOREERE . FYIHEGE S AN
HDEIZa567))0/ BIER ER=p ool LTpvi 2 s s =2 N 1 Bl

YEFIMLH, DAk 27L& BTt A AE I H ). SR,
SRR 2 B Z R 0 L, A it — 2B 7t
H—, YO ERERRERZ S S 5HEY
XF e e ) e B, S B AR B 3R 2 A AR 1% B AR
PR AN R AFEVE R ? e S R B 5T, et xR
VR RG22 38 5 iR BE RS2 2, TR Ph T e A 5k gk
R, EAFRNIR T
o, @ s RIS N A KRG TE A
[ A< B ABA TR I 97, 6 30 0% R %A R AR K W FUL 7
TR ABA B A B 5 1) i 57 14 (Peng 562022) . HB 4
TEYILES G X ABAT 32 P38 5 10 73 AL AT A2
Yadukrishnan %5 (2020) [ B 5036 BH, phyA 58 A8 AKX
ABAMNHUR, TMiphyBWN|ZR I A ABABURR AL, Tt
B (5 5 X ABA(S 5 I E 2 Flg %, % B
FEFNABAE 5 18 26 2 [0 58 X HAF I 40 L, K
A BT B 3 AR A T e AR AR I A R R TR
WEIIE NAE, 3 B USRS R TE 5.
L=, FE YA T I B T 2% A S At 22 Fh 4R AR
YIgEEa (nERER. T 5. LR, 2RI
— RYIZACk e AL, AT AE SRR, AT 4 s
FRAEK, EREF EA R (KazanfLyons 2016).
X e 2k LIS I, KA I s S5 AR A ) B e
BF5RRZ AL X HAE. EYITIeh SFiRE
BAOLEESRGE. FHRE. AEFERE. K
B 7B A AFR BN AKCFE2015), A4 R
IVRSE 32207 bUiss 1S ER ERSD R thb tBul il ¥ oy v il
VAT AE? 38 R 2 AP Bl A AR IR AL NP, 2
M PRI BT, PR IR R 1Y) B AEG 2 15 e % okt
LA PR TRE T 2 L2 3 8 i) R A A5 33— 2D i 9o
RN FEAE DR AT 5 R0 A AR 4 10 15 o 1)
P [E e REALA, AR BER RS R X, &8
BHEHAMWEEAERE., PL. SR EY
Tl 85 7 IR S BRI B At
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