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Figure 1 Techniques related to crop synthetic biology. A: New transgenic and genetic transformation technology; B: gene editing technology; C:
DNA synthesis and assembly technology; D: protein synthesis and assembly technology; E: chromosome assembly technique; F: genome sequencing
technology; G: multi-omics joint analysis technique; H: genome-wide association analysis technique
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Table 1 Recent advances in crop synthetic biology related technologies
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Figure 2 Applications of synthetic biology in crop improvement. A: Applications of synthetic biology in improving crop yield; B: nitrogen fixation;
C: nutrition and quality; D: crop environmental adaptability; E: synthetic epigenetics for crop improvement; F: construction of plant cell factories using
synthetic biology
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FERERIA . Millers NPY G532 rh 23 B 15 B K T 44
JE, ) P A A e A 3 5 1 6 o il — i A B AE S
KT, BRERR, AR NG gk, I

852

FHDEZ R G LICO, [ E. FIH &A%,
FOFT BT P R, ST L 3 IR ) AR ) L
B A R BRI AR 2540%). BEAR, JURIOGIRR 55 i
0 EE 5 NFEY), = B 3 g Ak S AR
s e B R G L AR . O iE — A AR
I GCGT 5% #% 1] DL = 7K A8 106 & /E AN AE 7=
FV00 ] FH % 5 TR 4 2 RN 4K, B G5 e AE KRR I 4
ke g ST KRR 55 i T R GE KRR
TER R, A= s S 55 7 T3 52 18,
oK FESE e R A 7 28 @A B AEY T, B
5N CEERRAE GR35 B R e 4 AR U A o, £E A
W) R R IR 55 %, R WA A B H T R s AR B E
2R A I CBERR A, SRid CREIR PRG3R N3 - IR
R 3 R IR HE R A K BRI, M 1T R
A 2 TR TR0 A A B DT PR 7] JFG [T e 2 . A R LT
&, R B YIE P A S — M ORE IR R A& AR -
PR R AR RE (B-hydroxyaspartate cycle,
BHACQ), %12 B /et LR IR AN LR, )5
22 1ok PUAS Bl AR [ B 3% A6 CAMb & W) Bk £ 1R (oxa-
loacetic acid, OAA), 115 —121) 2, ZI A Sk
B 2, DAL UG EE SR DG PP R 2 i T 1) HE A 55 1 & A%
A Y, B g, SBHACK 5 N BB It
I SR A B PR AR B AR, Rl AR PR IR = R
LSS S

UbAh,  SEIMAPEY 6 RERI FH 2t R4 S T EY
B, OH PG I R E RS 1R PR R R,
HHEFEWEMBEAEE LM R, kA
W/, DA, JFRe PO RE 4R SRR, &
e FPRLES H BN B R = Y. Tian’s
VOIS R B A 3 2 i K4 o T g ) oK K 0
PRAY . S A 7 (1) B FE K| UPA 1(Upright Plant Archi-
tecturel)F1UPA2(Upright Plant Architecture 2), XA
B PR Ik DR R A 1S K B ELSL 5. Ak, AT
FETEH MY BFE R 5 [H-OsMPH1, HZ 5 /KFEtk
F AT MG S A, miRNASTE bR
LA SR U, St K R R Shiokari & 3%
F i S5 5L K & Shiokarid6E4T 70, ARINAEKFE H it &
FIEmiR3 19 F KRG R A RE B R AL, 1X—
R IUAE 7R mIR3 197 AR K> 5 M b BT AE R BRI,
G BAEY R TR SR &, ST AR AR ), SEBI
B AT FFEE e fe HAT BB
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22 HURAEY AL B AR R R i L

T ZEURE i G S AR s = T R, R
ok IR A, . KM E E TSR N R, A
PV T RFSE R . AR, AW U B AR A
I3 SR AZ A AR DR A 9 2 ) [ AR R 4, TR IR
JE N KA B A 3 v A kT R I &
2 FIRAY TREEARSCER A RS, HHEER RS S
MNEVI I LRERAR . SRR SEA A, AEYSEI e &=
[ 2, A2 SEIRIRAR A M AT T s P — A 2 22 )

AR EURAEY SR E DA EAE AR, o
BTG TRI)— PPy 22 % S A TR (1 [ 500
AW, SKURT A ) M AEB# BERhodotorula mucilagi-
nosa JGTA-SIEAMEEIIRE, KIGTA-SIHEEEATE
KRG, BRI BRI, ToRIEAR T
W THEE MO AEYRE, X — O RMEYRE
LAY E AR E AR E R, RHERARE!.
li] U 2R G A% O B 2H 0 75 FAX A B 285 o (AR M2 PR
I [ RS R 52 R B R G R R g
PReIX — vl {1, AL 5L AE [ Mo Fe £ 1 [FINIfD IE &
i AR LR R P e HL AR E T NI D -R & S R
%%[108]'

TRME ) SRR B 2 180 B SRS T R TR
W E IR 28 B R AR 0 B, IR
W, SRMEY R R Z A 3545 1 SHR-SCR(SHORT-
ROOT-SCARECROW) T4l 73 T 1 H & & BHEY)
A G598 B R RIS B, T A AR B A A8 A
RWPESEE, BROREDERNEESR,
AR, Geddes® N ORI A BAE M H R, Bt
HAE )5 AR BRI B 2 81 (9 70 745 58 2. b4, Boz-
soki% N\ A A A 2 N R A B R R R
(lysin motif, LysM)J5z4&, CARmITAIE0K 11
IR SR M N A5 5 1% SR RAE D e i, A iEdES
R RESHEAT . kel W, &RV R &
A AR LT 2 1 R R

23 BRAEYIEFERRTHEYE SRS M SO R R

REAE BRI A B &, (HAEI)
EIRM AN REERINGE. Bk, S BRI
AN AR WREAT BOE 2 208 e Nt 4 W B
BERRRZIHIRL —.

HRE—MERRT) Zofm. hiEibae IR
SR RARE B, AERHHBA L ERET R
85 A5 20 AR AR N A 5 22 i P s 1 U . i 9 B,
SIAN2like 1 Dy e Bk R AE YR Al JCIEAR RAETE &1 2
BRLL e B R A IR AN SIMY BTSSR A T
Bt KM BT RPN B F R &R s
I RS 57 5 8 1 RIAKSIAN2-like, T] LASRAS R
MRATEEEREEERANEOEH"Y. 288
YRR Y P REERD, EURK N —E
BHEREH HIYEAE RAG ZAE. #FFER, R
W TR GtHMGI, GZmPsyl F1GPaCrtl FL3R1EREE 1
SRKREIERL KA M EIEm AR, ah, A
FURIH — AR N 3G kR i 22 8 1E AR A,
R v B A PR 2 A KRS N KA O s ik [
WPI(WHITE PETALI)"®. 1F55 % (astaxanthin)f&—3
PE 20 [P RS 77 2= (phytonutrient), +&2RHHEF N1
B, EEMRBAGBRIPUEE, A E
fEREAEENREEN. AR, IFHFRFEL
BH—SE s, AU PRI, FIHB-KIHE b &RAE
NEIER, TEB-FHE b Z 2 LRF(B-carotene hydroxylase,
BHY)MIB-ZEEA % ~ ZHid L 1§ (B-carotene ketolase,
BKT)/EH F&ERUN. w5y BN R A F 5 Mp-2K8
BN ERATE, (H T2 G BKT, HA GG IS
. BT, zhuZe AR A 2 B R R AR R S
TGSII(transgene stacking 1), SZHLAE KRR T Mk
A AR & 0 77 A (biofortification) H AR, 157
A IR AL & SR R A AL D B S 7R A KR R T
“URFE 2K, WRRTREK. Linge N7E E ok Fk th
Rety IR E RAUHER, K m S RIFE RN EoK
B, GEPINEFRSREENE. R —
FAAFAE T AT HED K EE RAER, Bt
W P, AR PRI ORGP 22 55 2 ORI DD
fie, (HE S 2 BRI RS KIR IR P R 5 R, w9t
i, WG EAEY FEORBE AR b b AR
FAEVE BB, GRIFRRIEEE, XA E
FEHEEMAT MM hREESER YRR
HEPE S SHAR SR,

B2 ERAEWAIKRE. DNERTEK) A
RULEWRIE, HEARKEMEEFREWEER
Bl, 4% B6, 4H4EFBY, fA RO K, Fika 5
HOITE R B LR, & BE S AR TR IR

853
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B AR A AT BETE.

YA RBI(BE ER) 2 BT A= P o 1] AR ) o 22
BB . AR, O L0 R A 20 2L 5 i
ZHAERBIA R, JOCIOKE S A RB1E EIKH
TR, B AR 2 A 44 B ALy #E47 4
YD RE Y OE AL 7 A B s S B 4EAE KB, G
NEEFEFE R BA EE S . BT, AU H I es
RV 2 Z 5HLEZBIUEY & RAIER, HEREKEH
RILHIRD . Sof B FE R, 1 HJCRISPR/Cas92 4]
G B K B K RE OsPALE IR R 22784k, R I /KFE Os-
PALEI(Os08g0566000)% 54 & B1 444 i,
Y RBOX A S N B SR, BT A
APEMRE. KRS AR ZRBOM K5 g 12
4L 3 35 Rl 4tPDXT. IR AtPD X2 AL L G5, BE
BOHFr (828 315 MR (R ik 1275) B 4E A2 2 B6 S
LN esh, Nan® AR KRR R OsMDH
0 S B 238 5038 G B 4 AE 2R B 6 AR W) B AR K B
HIFE R ZRIAIKF, R OsMDH AT BEs2 1A 7K g 2H 23
R 4EA KBS . MR (folates) & T /K VA MBI 4k A
#(BY), TEAEMHAEN—BR(CT BRI SR A% &
TAEH. NEKESAREGHRMER, TEKBTNED
iR EC AT O 8 A 2 E SRR AR R,
v o R kYL RREN R A . s k
T i < i I B ) P99 1 i DR 2 it 2 20 SR g R [
(aminodeoxychorismate synthase, ADCS)FGTP¥R/K i
Bi§ 3K (GTP cyclohydrolase, GTPCHI)Z i 55227 A1
AR T e (g BRI B AT TSR . g R 5 R
SiaREaMgE, MRS RS 1501%, It st
TR IR Pk, AT AE RS K 0 17 s R ok, 1A
AT FE R, 81d 51 NGTPCHIFMADCSH: R e 5 1
SROKFE AN i ER K AR A R AR, RIS AE
REREPIFREZE IR &5, Ba, BTRA
RIEFAGTPCHIFADCSHE R I REAl b, S5 NZk
PRI & A A2 1 T il i XL HPPK/DHPS (hydroxy-
methyldihydropterin pyrophosphokinase/dihydropteroate
synthase) /S FPGS(folylpolyglutamate synthetase)[lzg],
2R RS A R S B AN 1248, 1T ELAE B 2RI il
WM, MR E R ORFFAN RS E. HEAh, BFFTN I
i B PRI A AN SR G R A, e 3PS b1 e
P Sl AT AE SR 75 22 5 10 K [ 58 2R R 70 IR A 5 2
K] ) 230 RIUFF TR p it R b ot R AT 2R i A0, i

854

I QTLE AL RGP i) T KA R 5 R & 8 oK
({28 R QTLIY, XL g i TR MR & B AR IC
HBE MR K.

YA R CHUIR MR 2 — R EE T A N,
Y AEKAER . ARH TR HR MRS AR
WHRIRE ), AL ATMH I AR B2 i . A i /2 3R
| R T AR B KBRS VR, IR SErh s & KRR
RC. LA R, SOEYP4EERCHE R
AT B RS . S, AR
S 1IN o (13 TSI S D g4 JE R
BAEMEAERRIEEAE. EFRMTEERE I
AR RIMIOX4(Myo-inositol oxygenase 4)REREHER
Tl AR S i RCE R s, vess AIPY
T 3 4 5 DR A SR BB A E 9 2 b ARG AR, KB
SIbHLH59/2 D-H & ¥i/L- AL 4e b — Mo i 4 2E
RCEREE AT, vl B R R4k
B CAMG B 5K 25 1) TRl ) i o e g SR sie e 42
FRCHIE 5. BBy Fi S SR B 3 0 1 2 B R
IRAEE ORI, I 0] 3 AR 1 A L PR 2H gk 47 4H 4
MFe, BEFEN G AT 3 AR 4R 3R 5 R SR S
AL THUBIN) AR AR — R A P
BERRTENINE, GFEESYWERZENHRNEZ
BRI s, Fsh . g R A
YT ) sk, s iRIUE SRR, R
R R T S HE S B 2 B 0. B
M, K A=W i A SRS R 88 1 0 FH [R) e F AR 2 B
e I iR G < 11: T UMb U 2y 5 Rt 7 i
VEVE F5 5 W B S MR AT RS Al e R A DAL, T T
eI E FRME R A E 2 L

24 BRAEYEAETE R AR YIRS B v i R

TEIAE AR I R A 1R I R o 75 22 S AN [ Y Jir
B, IR R A B P P 85 R 2 A AR A
Vil R E . EiR . 5 RS F A M A a
O SR AR e A A B Sh ) g £ 4 %t e e A e
AP L R RN T A BT AR &
FAE S ARV R R B S, SIEER AR P R R
KIE.

G L A A AR b a8 s R R A A
AU Sk B AN IR 5 A 22 Y I B 25 e
S, A AR B B (calcium-dependent  protein
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kinases, CDPKs)' "), £2 %4 5% 1k, 2K 14 I8 (mitogen-ac-
tivated protein kinases, MAPKs)!"*", DL} 5% {44 iy
(receptor-like protein kinases, RLKS)[]42]. SunZg A
W FC RIS 42 K BET 1s-SNAREM I A 5 i 73 2852
MEECRCK s @ Ay, A hpha %, a5
B M 5T P Ca” W R B TE, AT B0 SO S (salt
overly sensitive)i& /% bih B R4 %o i ae i g 11440,
JingZe N"VG Bl — R AE KRG 5 — AN 5 45 & EF-
hand#£ )7 1) /)N caleosin K ik & [ OsClo5. ZE A&
— PLE KR < S0 180 RN &)y e 9 1] 30 75 G 226 42 %) 73
PRI, K B 1 i s e 2 PR R () 4 WL A B
fife B B T OCE KRR PR B T .

VEWIAE AR R 1 Hh 5 2 70 2 7K 43R RN i
(R0 B A58 DA R 185 RS2 RS AN 25 5. il B ROKAE
e, S g P 0 PP e SRR
LR AR BN R FAAAE YIS AR &R, BRI EoK
(7= B WIE T I, T A rh i S 5 57 P 6- Tl 2 T A
1% Mot B PG D3 X e i BURK, 17T 48 AR5 E A 1) 1) T g
PGDIMPGD2 R A #fa @il k. #t—Pilid TR
PGDIMPGD2HER, AL E AL B 2k, w] LU e
VIR FARRE M, I8 38 DK R 280 SR 7 M AR 1) v i
SR E KBRS e — AN A
ST SRR PG FINACH R FNUTIN, 25
DAl 30 0 T 428 S AR R B IR K B A K A s i, AT
S TR T 2 SRR A, NUTIERE [P SR 7
PEA R T RAEP RIS H B K 53 (AW A2 4k, NUT1EEA
JHARRIEAL AT AT e R A KR R AT B A
T e ) B R AR,

Y5 B AT R By b X 32 AR A R (oK
. oK. B KEARRIE) G = & R IE I AE
FUREAE Pt BT Bt X A KUY R, IR E (R
FEARRAVKFR) R B AR KE M A6, I
BARAIK A S 905 B Py PP 7= 0. LD B s R AV Tl
8, AT AR OB, R S R A
Jik, TLEEE RS TR ML LA N, s A
FZERT R F1(Zea mays response gegulator 1,
ZmRRI). 4R AW (Cellulose synthase A, CesA)-
22 R AL A S (Mitogen-activated Protein Ki-
nases 8, MPK8). it /K- N o456 5 H 1(Dehydra-
tion-Responsive Element Binding protein, DREB1s)F1H§
M= AR B (basic Leucine Zipper, bZIP)§%53%[HF

bZIP68. FHH, ZmRRITIIEIL _FYHDREBIFI CesAZE R
(kSR R i 2 1, DREB1MICesA /2 Kt ZEPE 1)
PIFR TR T ZmRRIM AR 573 5 3R K I AN R i
e hZIP6SHEE W K BT i i | DREB 1 3 [H]
()¢5 K PRI FE T, bZIP6SH: T K B Ik L FE
I HAR. AN, W BIRMPKSEEZmRRIAKE, 1H
SAEDZIP6STRIE, MM B K i 7€ P 7= A 47 T 52
mit" > W FE Ik R B, ZmICE(inducer of CBF expression
DHERZEMIE L Z IR UEH T E KGR 52
PR d e ar O, s s . A TRV BT T,
— 5 g WA BT AR A 1 4 T A LR, 2RI A
R AR A D I 1 (1 D .

BRAREM, IR S EREI KR E
BT BRARAE A R = B>, LB s 2 2 S R ML (e B
AR e EEE K 0 ki ok
PRI R VE KR ) = B 3, ™ & fE KR =
B i, B A KRR DA B B Pk K
T b, AT BRI BN E . He S N A
A, . YRR SRR TR, R
e 75 BT K I I TR 308 3o 5 1 Septin R (14 2. 26 LA
AR YLET T 1, T X6 7K R TR 5095 1. 996 D 1 45 2
FHARMIEFEA 2R 24, DRk, G AT A At 76 TR A
TR RSO N B, KRR R K EARE
ANZE B (R S5, 3t S 50 Rl P K 7 e ) KA
5. Xias NSl R B, 18K R AR A
AR, K R T I I N-RE BB R AR A 0
PER T 452 5 K ERAMNE AIBEII M S, IR A
E JAN I IR B 1 22 J2 S 3 i, IO B RAEA )
PriEFR AL LAl AT S K B

FRT, M350 E S B A 7 i 5 —
KIRE, HY— B BRI RS KRG R, 1
HYREFRMBAR RS, B UZERBER AN ST
FFEHSMEAE", (EHREHUER I RS BRSO
WAL R BL, AERLYD o A A AU T A AR AE — b
WUSCHEL(WUS)E A", %& A2 iM% S,
I FLIE T BB — 2 L L R B SE IR, i b
(IZE s, AT PRAR R (5 A 2R, 3017 2 1 1 %
WUSTE N —AMESF I T40i i 3 8 E, HEEE A F
fET 2R, 2SR EUR S HED T
TREEBAVA B EEE . TG 2 — R A
WA, AR R (Fijivirus)R 28 K KRS
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fE3%. WEFUN DU BIA el . R s A4 S5 2R
Y F B, #7RZmDBF2-ZmGLK36-ZmJMT/ZmLOXS
Iy PO TR PO AR s JLml, N EYIHim
o R BRI R g,

AW Z BRI A e, THERES
EH, mTefshEmm iy S2mert, SHEDH
™ Y R, BT AU R s SR s A
TEJERE. BEFiRIE, Z X TtRNA-amiR(PTA) R4 5
HIGSH AR AR S & 5e A 24 B 16 533 B B do TR IR
AU R KA HAL S ) (biogenic volatile organ-
ic compounds, BVOCs) & MK A5 B A5 1 = B a AR,
T AT LLRBE B VOC LAWK 5| £ BB W ) R B Es 3 1% 3
B [F]— Y Bz o LAY B Bt — P . [F
I, AHAR )t AT REIR X EEBVOCSE 5, @it JH 3
] 97 70 52 e ek vy ) ey e OO e v — T
IR, LLEAE S PR )Y H R 5 7 SR E K
PEALEYIDMNT, ZAE Y2 S AR 1 H E A
LRk RGMERT R, AN, BRI K. B
HKAE DL BT RS AL BB 9 o B AR kR e it
el ZEARIN, TR A, K BT
TIN BTS2 2025 AR T 4 B b, T KR 5 0k 2]
MR BRI 42 9 6 B8 175 S MU 4= 1 i . W T 0,
JE I AR 4 N IS AR R, RE BB AR T RORKT A
FM BT, XN EOK BB 6 E Bl AL B
BT R R SR B AR, BRI AL
YRG5 5 AR, N YT RN s, 18 H = AR
SE PR E A BUE 50+, MRy A9
[l e 4K e

2.5 FRUES(Episynthesis) [ VEHE R

A% 2 b 58 4R R A A0 AT DA AR AN R R R
BB, I HAZR BN > 25 T RE4ERF. XA g
X PREE (VAT R, SR A A2 AN R & 28 6 . It
FBEIRE, AW KDNAFFI AL, WH SRR
ARSI SV 2 BT A MR 10 A P B 4%
MR, DIk, B RAR RS2 K, A &
Y27k, ISR ST AR AN AR B 15 5 R 4, ER
HN TSR, & A& A 2 Kk R &
Bz,

RN A R T S5O AR ) A L R SRS MR AL,
A UASEEGS HE AT ZH A E AR, T A R 4 1 A

856

[f17¢15. DNA F 544, (5mC) FIRNA H £k (m°A) /2
Foh B L (AL RSN, 038 R R K % R 4% B 2 A
HS 52 EY%FE. TR R, DNAH L ATE
T mC A 2 P Il R R 23K ) 7 S 7 0 R s
m° A&, Tim A2 FIEAL RS 5 R STDNA F 34k, M
T e 4 B ). FTO R h 4 h (RNA 2 F
filg, L RIIEREEE N, MY A R E
M. WFR R, TEKREM S 2= d 5] NFTO, A SZB4l
STRNAME MM A Z: AL, I RIE SR e B AL
P NRNAL KEEIEGFIRNA S RN A 1E
WHEEY RS R, PUR S PSS H A BEE
U @ B NA BRI RNASY T8 45 JE 4 I RNA
(IERIE KR, AT DASI IR 4 7 Ja FR] FrA9 08 [ 10 1) B i,
XA UL FECEEM P, SRAA KR E &M
K. HEYH, H/PRNAN FHIDNA F 240 (RNA-direc-
ted DNA methylation, RADM)7E % i 11T ER AN 3 K &
KA R EEEN. RADMA S HIMITEs H 3168
N OsMIR 1564/ AR #ED 145 K )Rk, A% /K FE
éj\g—:%[ln].

T B 38 X AR AR KRR B A SR . I8
IR A A P2 AR a2 v, mT DR RE
VI s . BN GO N A U BEFEDNA L &
SERIR A RNAA S HIDNA 3L 2 1 oot B, A
M EL4% I MeSWEET10a 5 5 X 38 () TAL20 %% N
TF45E ook, X P H E Ak AT LB IE TAL20/ 45 &, $i
K MeSWEETI 0alf) % 8505, $2 @ P ik, R (i
IR IE % A KRR B RS, AR R, K
T 15 N RS 12 Yeid A2, DNA F (LK 242,
P Bt FE 9 R 56 Tl R B S R T I 2 ik IR [
FA RNA  m’ CFE #HR 58 38 8 1 7 1 s 2R
WIRE. WFCIIE, OsNUSN2/ SmRNAKIm CH&i,
TPEmRNAMEL . JERFIT SRR THEE, MG ST &
A i R gt JFOIR A 4 SR A A A e
SN B REEAE . B R BLK RS —ANRPD3/
HDA1Z R4 E A 2 LB EFOsHDA 706 fg 5 RF 57
EFRAEAH4CBEE, JFilid 5 H4K SacHTH4K 8ac
B R2CIRE A B R IL Kl OsPP2C491M 3R 1L, M
T 4 i KR F i ek 70 i e S S e R
H, MNP &. A0 708 RNA-seqFIChIP-seq %
SIS AR TR B HAK 2 7me3 7K -, AT #0036 R iR
(jasmonic acid, JA)AEY) & IR FRIA, FMHZHIATR
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A, PERIEEEAE . BONEIR T AR A e
MEVE T PR SR OORT RO UL, 3R 3R AR AL TR i
8 A SRS

T AL A% 0 I TR 25 55 4% (writer) A1 B 52
A (readen)L K. £ A A I FIIBE T H,  AATI4E
21 rh & RN B AR R T S e R B R R
BRI R A HEE . BEN EAZEY, Rl 2
FLEYIRIWT SO N, W SN ARG S A 3R A 7L
IR IR IE 2. BEFURE, R & A2
Jidi, LA ST RIR A F W A R L Ak,
I R R AW S BRI A% 5B R GERE s A E
Wit e 24 R SR I B it

2.6 FHGERAEYAREEYART)

B R T OB AN A= Wy ) 24 10 A 7
FRAHTH A AR I, K et N TR e 5 AR5 2
R X SR, R G RRAED PR - R
m, WEFEN IR R AR, AR ek
I i Bl 5 3R 5] 2 ) A R U A 5 3R A R 5% R
{eRE R B L R, DA KR AR 2
Rigtg ! R A RAEYETB, BTN BRI R
UBRE T At B R AN . BAR
TRIR MR Atk 550 3% Th A0 <45 P 3t = 6 (TAG)™ !,
A A 0 R 50 0 40 5 SR R A 7 B 254
D2 AR 2 TR R, HAABAED s
RGUE A B, DR s 5 — Tl e A A1 e .
RO AP 2GR T, R A2 i R SR
W), AR R GEH 257 BE R R RN IR TT I
A ROV, Biln, BoErit iR, AR E A2 40 &
AT LA 7 U 25 A L N s
BF PR ET X 2 8L 48 9% 5 (hepatitis B virus, HBV)#
Pt (hepatitis B surface antigen, HBsAg)HJ AL
miRNA(amiR471FlamiR519), {8 HAF % 3k PR 45 3 i i
ke st RN R K L B s A A R AR
HBsAg ik, MiHHBsAgZRIE 5| R i, 187
HBVI&GL. Y& A A B R A &R 40427 H
TR T S AN S5 % 50 2 M R v R )
ol FeEL e E B R R G4 R TR AR B2 (se-
vere acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2, SARS-

CoV-2)fE & ERVE [ WP SA74E. TR N —Fh 2

eI EA R AL RS, LT RO 2 5B e il 28
P (R SR 7 RSO B R DTk, W AU AR, 4N
HE NI IESARS-Co V-2 B3 b 7070 1A 1Y) B v R B Ak,
A R AR AR R A KRB M R
F AR ILSARS-Co V-2 R &5 G 3 H, X NKIIKR
SRS A 7= 47095 8 A R AR SR AR s e s
ALtk I & A i s AR T A B T HEE)
AEVHEARTIRE, NANEIEE. BRI Rk
R AN H TR

3 HEHRY

BEAE NATTHE G A 2 v e e SR F) e i JE U A
P, DAL A e B TR B, R & R
A5 AR EAT (R 38 A% 250 R IEAE A ) SR, SR T, EH
TR ZMRZ ZA R ], HUBRAGR
J7 AR, DR i B AR AR A r A AT AR R
HE, AMUX—XES, R FTE 2 2R SRR
S 2 11 R TR 5 P R 45 I % 3R AT A 1D ) A AT 2 150 R
g

N LR BN a2 IR, (EEY & Fh i 1%
G IR AE B MR R IIAE RS HE 8 1) B b, BRI ZH 4
AR REAEBARMN TR G H AR R POE K A E Fh
FRBFENE M40 48, B REE 4,018 7E 4 HE 4
JETH R STALEE 2 ) PO A, B ST R A R AE
AR EARTE R, NTER, HERRASNE
PR TR, SCHLEEE. MR EmEEH WA X
T B4R, andayxd i il i AR SRAE Vi AT Pk it
AR R R B 7 1. T BE % OpenAlA & K )
AR AT 2548 42 2% (generative  pre-trained transfor-
mer, GPT) KRR, & F4.03RFHE HER) T A,
GPTH] LA A ERSCER SR IOCAR, 6 F 2 K R 3k
13K E A AE PR BN, A — A4
TH AR AR . A BRE ST AN AR R B T DA
SRPEVIE M, dEme] DR R 2 HER AN, DFEE
FRFF A R, X WO ER SR B
]G AR AL R B I FR AR, AR TLH4, AEH
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Applications of synthetic biology in genetic improvement of crops
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As a newly emerged field of study, synthetic biology combines engineering principles with biology to design and produce new
biological components and modules in order to obtain desired artificial biological systems. In recent years, synthetic biology has
developed rapidly. Advances in synthetic biological techniques allow for precise improvement of genetic traits in crop plants, such as
increasing yield, improving product quality, and enhancing resistance against biotic and abiotic stresses. In addition, the engineered
biosynthesis of many natural products has been achieved through the construction of microbial or plant cell factories to meet a wider
range of human needs. In this review, we introduce recent advances in synthetic biology techniques widely applied in plants,
including the design and modification of functional components, synthesis and assembly of components, and exploration of
regulatory circuits and functional modules. We also summarize the latest progress in enhancing crop yield, facilitating efficient
nitrogen fixation, improving crop nutrition and quality, enhancing crop adaptability to the environment, synthesizing epigenetic
modules, and constructing plant cell factories using synthetic biology. Furthermore, the current challenges and future development of
synthetic biology in crop genetic improvement are discussed.
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